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HANCHETT  GENEALOGY 


INTRODUCTION 

A  genealogist  has  been  whimsically  described  as  a  man  who  uses  his  vacation 
to  try  to  find  out  who  his  greatgrandfather  was. 

I  made  my  entry  into  pedigree  work  in  that  way. 

The  trigger  that  started  me  on  my  way  was  an  item  in  an  old  law  report  tell¬ 
ing  of  an  Ebenezer  Hanchett,  son  of  a  Thomas  Hanchett.  That  Ebenezer  was  my 
greatgrandfather,  but  until  that  time  I  had  not  known  who  his  father  was.  Thus  by 
plain  bull  luck  I  had  stumbled  on  the  answer.  But  I  needed  to  check  the  information 
by  searching  records,  so  1  became  a  genealogist.  Genealogy  has  a  strange  fascin¬ 
ation  for  its  practitioners.  Beware  of  letting  it  get  you.  You  soon  find  that  you  are 
in  it  deeper  than  you  planned. 

Before  I  had  finished  I  had  run  my  line  clear  back  to  Deacon  Thomas  Hanchett, 
who  was  granted  land  in  Wethersfield  in  1642.  All  American  Hanchetts  are  descend¬ 
ants  from. him.  My  own  line  shows  five  successive  Thomas  Hanchetts,  the  last  be¬ 
ing  the  father  of  my  Ebenezer.  It  was  the  senior  line.  Deacon  John  Hanchett  of 
Suffield,  headed  the  junic1*  line,  he  being  the  second  son  of  Deacon  Thomas.  Near¬ 
ly  all  American  Hanchetts  come  from  him. 

I  am  not  only  of  the  senior  line  but  I  am  the  senior  Hanchett  A  that  line  bv 
right  of  primogeniture.  Thus  it.  is  not  inappropriate  that  by  reques*  I  am  writing 
this  introduction. 

Yet  I  am  rusty  of  the  family  pedigree  for  I  made  my  exit  from  the  work  many 
years  ago.  A  new  interest,  came  into  my  life  and  I  became  an  author.  My  book, 

The  Future  of  Evolution,  is  by  far  the  most  important  thing  I  ever  did,  and  is  my 
bid  for  fame. 

I  am  eighty-four  and  it  was  sixty  years  ago  that  I  started  pedigree  wcrtc.  Those 
were  the  days  when  the  "horseless  carriage"  was  in  the  throes  of  being  invented 
and  the  bicycle  had  come  into  its  own.  Nearly  everybody  rode  a  "bike".  I*  was  my 
bike  that  took  me  from  Boston  to  the  Connecticut  River  Valley  where  the  early 
Hanchetts  were  numerous. 

I  first  visited  Suffield,  the  most  beautiful  town  I  have  ever  seem,  and  where 
Deacon  Thomas  Hanchett,  one  of  the  founders  of  the  town,  passed  his  last  days. 

More  than  any  ether  town,  it  is  a  Hanchett  town,  or  was  for  many  years.  The  files 
in  the  Town  Clerk's  office  contained  hundreds  of  Hanchett  items.  I  copied  them  ail 
but  found  no  mention  of  my  Ebenezer. 

From  Suffield  I  went  to  Northampton  and  the  probate  office.  I  reached  there 
on  a  Saturday  and  one  hour  before  closing.  There  were  the  walls  and  administra¬ 
tions  of  my  five  Thomas  Hanchetts.  Thanks  to  shorthand  I  was  able  to  copy  every¬ 
thing  with  only  one  minute  to  spare.  It  was  a  major  genealogical  killing  and  1 
breezed  back  to  Boston  triumphant. 

All  genealogists  are  concerned  over  the  perpetuation  of  their  pedigree  work. 

A  printed  book  is  their  highest  ambition,  but  that  is  a  costly  means  and  few  can 
afford  it.  Many  a  genealogy  has  been  lost  after  the  death  of  its  compiler.  In  modern 
times  there  are  two  ways  of  duplication  short  of  printing.  All  Hanchetts  are  indebt¬ 
ed  to  John  C.  Hanchett  who  by  the  multilith  process  is  providing  copies  for  all.  The 
present  edition  is  his  work.  , 

The  second  method  is  by  microfilming.  Fifty  pages  of  my  work  have  been  micro¬ 
filmed. 

1  continued  routine  work  on  the  Hanchett  pedigree  with  excellent  results. 
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I  tried  also  to  bridge  the  Atlantic  and  learn  how  Deacon  Thomas  Hai.chett  t_ed 
in  with  the  English  Hanchetts  from  whom  he  came.  Ah,  if  he  had  only  known  h  w 
much  his  descendents  yearned  to  know,  he  would  have  left  informative  details.  But 
no,  I  had  to  struggle  on  alone.  But  I  did  learn  much  of  the  English  Hanchetts  (swell¬ 
ed  with  one  t)  of  the  time  of  Deacon  Thomas.  They  were  landed  gentry  built  stately 
manors  and  displayed  the  Hancheft  coat  of  arms .  The  leaders  were  men  of  wealth 
and  influence.  Thomas  and  John  were  common  family  names.  A  Thomas  Hanchet, 
of  Braffin,  was  sheriff  of  Hertford  in  the  reign  of  Queen  Elizabeth.  The  English 
Hanchetts  of  that  time  were  a  small  compact  family.  They  dwe:t  in  Hertford  Essex 
Cambridge  and  Bucks  counties  just  north  of  London.  They  were  not  m  the  Domesday 
Book  unless  Anchetelius  was  a  Hanchett.  He  was  in  that  Hanchett  territory  and  was 
not  heard  of  again  but  a  Hanchett  appeared  in  his  place. 

Of  course  our  Deacon  Thomas  was  not  of  the  wealthy  Hanchetts.  The  eldest 
born  inherited  the  manors  and  the  younger^  sons  and  their  descendents  drifted  down 
to  the  peasantry.  Deacon  Thomas  was  brought  to  New  England  as  a  bey  and  seems 
to  have  been  among  those  who  founded  Wethersfield.  His  wealthy  kinsfolk  were 
better  off  in  England  and  did  not  emigrate. 

I  am  nearly  eightv-four  years  old  and  I  count  my'  remaining  time  on  earth  n,  t 
in  years  but  in  months.  I  budget  jealously  the  time  that  still  is  mine  and  can.at  t  as 
in  the  old  days  answer  questions  of  pedigree.  This  that  I  am  writing  now  is  ins  last 
as  a  genealogist. 

Others  have  taken  up  the  work  and  have  surpassed  me. 

Keith  Seymour  of  Indianapolis  has  been  a  Hanchett  genealogist  for  many  years 
and  more  recently  Mrs.  Charlotte  P.  Kent  of  Salt  Lake  City  has  taken  up  the  work 
with  devotion  and  high  competence.  She  has  added  much  to  what  we  Jencw  of  the 
Hanchetts  in  England  as  of  the  time  of  the  coming  to  America  of  Deacon  Thomas 
Hanchett.  I  do  not  need  to  add  that  John  C.  Hanchett,  who  is  bringing  cut  the  present 
duplication  of  the  Hanchett  gear-ealogy,  is  himself  a  diligent  genealogist.  The  Han¬ 
chett  family  tree  is  in  good  hands. 


Junius  T.  Hanchett 


•O 


May  26,  1957 
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HANCHETT  GENEALOGY 


DEACON  THOMS  HANCHETT  AND  HIS  DECENDANTS 

% 

FIRST  GENERATION 
lo  THOMAS  HANCHETT  (DEACON) 

Deacon  Thomas  Hanchett,  the  ancester  of  all  the  American 
Family,  was  born  in  England,  probably  not  earlier  than  1620 *  When 
he  emigrated  to  this  country  is  not  known,  although  if,  as  is  sup- 
.posed,  he  was  the  brother  of  John  Hanchett,  of  Boston,  in  the 
Massachusetts  Bay  Colony,  it  is  probable  that-  he  came  here  with  the 
latter,  who  is  first  reported  in  this  country  in  1634;  Deacon  Thomas 
does  not  appear  upon  any  records  here  until  1642 9  at  which  date  the 
records  of  Wethersfield,  Ct , ,  note  him  as  being  granted  a  houselot 
at  that  place.  The  supposed  brothers  John  and  Thomas  are  net  connect¬ 
ed  together  by  records  in  any  way,  John  never  leaving  the  vicinity  of 
Boston,  and  Thomas  confining  his  movements  to  the  Connecticut  River 
Valley,  The  supposition  that  they  were  brothers  springs  from  the  fact 
of  the  similarity  of  names  in  the  two  families.  Both  named  their  two 
sons  alike,  John  Hanchett  of  Boston,  naming  his  eldest  John  and  his 
second  son  Thomas,  and  Thomas  naming  his  eldest  son  Thomas  after  him¬ 
self  and  his  second  son  John,  The  daughters  in  the  two  families  were 
named  after  the  respective  wives  in  the  case  of  the  eldest  daughters. 
Deacon  Thomas  had  but  one  daughter,  whom  he  named  Hannah,  John  of 
Boston,  had  two  daughters  after  the  first  both  named  Hannah,  The  first 
child  of  that  name  dying  in  infancy  before  naming  of  the  second.  This 
certainly  is  as  striking  a  similarity  as  family  names  can  show  and  is 
not  only  an  evidence  of  the  relationship  of  the  two  families,  but 
points  to  the  existence  of  these  names  further  back  in  the  family 
history.  Thus  it  seems  likely  that  the  father  of  the  two  supposed 
brothers  was  named  John,  for  we  must  infer  that  John  Hanchett  being 
the  eldest  of  the  two  was  the  one  to  receive  the  father's  name.  The 
name  Thomas  must  also  have  been  current  in  the  immediate  family.  The 
only  conjecture  permissible  as  to  the  mother ?s  name  is  that  it  was 
Hannah,  which  seems  to  have  been  beloved  by  both  brothers.  That  John 
was  the  oldest  of  the  brothers  scarcely  admits  of  a  doubt  as  he  mar¬ 
ried  at  least  six  years  earlier  than  Thomas  and  appears  on  the  records 
much  earlier  in  other  connections.  Also  his  death  came  three  years 
before  that  of  Deacon  Thomas, 

Deacon  Thomas  Hanchett  died  in  Suffield,  Ct,,  June  11*  1636, 
and  if  we  have  surmised  rightly  as  to  the  date  of  his  birth  he  was 
then  about  sixty-six  years  of  age.  There  are  several  reasons  for  set¬ 
ting  his  birth  at  as  late  a  date  as  1620,  His  first  appearance  on  the 
records  is,  as  is  already  noted,  the  granted  homelot  in  1642,  This 
was  at  Wethersfield,  We  do  not  hear  of  him  again  until  164 when  he 
appears  as  witness  to  a  council  of  the  will  of  Leonard  Chester,  Gentle¬ 
man,  one  of  the  very  earliest  settlers  of  Wethersfield,  and  one  of  the 
very  few  rich  and  titled  men.  Deacon  Thomas  must  have  been  married 
at  this  time  and  his  son  Thomas  must  have  been  born,  although  neither 
of  these  events  is  recorded  on  the  colony  records  which  are  very 
imperfect  in  and  about  these  dates.  Another  record  and  the  last  we 
have  of  him  in  Wethersfield  is  the  birth  of  his  son  John,  Sept,  1, 

1649 ,  by  wife  Deliverance.  This  wife,  Deliverance,  the  daughter  of 
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George  Langton  died  in  Suffield,  Ct.,  June  10,  1713.  This  was  69 
years  after  the  recorded  birth  of  her  son  John.  There  are  sub¬ 
stantial  reasons ,  however,  for  supposing  that  John  was  the  second 
and  not  the  eldest  son.  Supposing  then  that  the  son  Thomas  was 
born  about  1647 ,  this  would  make  the  mother.  Deliverance,  to  appear 
to  die  71  years  after  the  birth  of  her  first  child*  That  she  was 
certainly  a  very  old  lady  is  true.  She  might  have  been  over  ninety 
and  we  that  her  son  John  inherited  her  vitality  lived  to  the  age 
of  ninety-five.  If  she  equalled  her  son  John’s  age,  she  must  have 
been  born  in  1623  and  in  that  case  was  twenty-four  years  old  at 
the  time  of  the  supposed  birth  of  her  eldest  son  Thomas.  The  prob¬ 
abilities  are  of  course  in  favor  of  her  being  younger  rather  than 
older  than  this.  The  bearing  of  these  facts  upon  the  age  of  Dea. 
Thomas  now  becomes  apparent*  Although  by  placing  his  birth  as  late 
as  1620,  we  have  not  credited  him  with  the  full  span  of  seventy 
years  life,  we  have  yet  to  make  it  appear  that  he  was  senior  to 
his  wife  by  three  years  if  not  more*  In  those  days,  where  every¬ 
body  was  on  a  nearly  equal  footing  and  each  depended  for  his  live¬ 
lihood  upon  his  two  hands,  marriage  was  not  delayed.  It  seems  to 
us,  therefore  that  the  dates  of  birth  of  neither  Dea.  Thomas  nor 
his  wife  Deliverance  should  be  placed  earlier  than  stated. 

Considering  also  the  effect  of  this  conclusion  upon  the  re 
lationship  between  Dea.  Thomas  and  John  Hanchett  of  Boston,  the 
thing  seems  probable.  If  the  two  were  brothers  they  prohably  came 
together.  John  was  here  as  early  as  1634  and  according  to  our  sup- 
psition,  Thomas  was  then  but  a  boy,  not  more  than  fourteen.  This 
would  account  for  our  finding  no  notice  of  him  in  the  records  at 
Boston  along  with  John,  who  appears  several  times.  There  was  no 
occasion  for  a  notice  of  Deacon  Thomas,  for  as  to  his  birth  and 
baptism,  those  records  were  in  England.  The  ship  lists  do  not 
mention  him  and  in  fact,  but  a  small  percentage  ever  are  traceable 
by  this  means  as  the  lists  have  not  been  preserved  to  any  large 
extent.  He  was  too  young  to  bear  arms,  to  be  taxed,  to  be  elected 
to  office,  or  to  marry.  If,  however,  he  was  older  than  we  have 
supposed  and  was  here  with  his  brother  John,  we  would  have  surely 
found  him  on  the  Boston  records  or  those  of  the  nearby  towns.  The 
best  surmise  we  can  offer  of  the  record  of  Deacon  Thomas  before 
1642  is  all  hypothetical,  but  is  nevertheless  not  ungrounded,  and 
is  as  follows:  He  was  born  about  1620,  the  name  of  the  father  and 
mother  being  supposed  to  be  John  and  Hannah  respectively.  There 
was  an  older  brother,  John,  born  about  1614,  who  was  the  John 
Hanchett  of  the  Boston  records.  These  two  brothers  came  to  Boston 
not  long  before  1634°  Deacon  Thomas  continued  in  Boston  until 
maturity  when  he  joined  the  popular  movement  to  the  Connecticut 
River  Valley,  appearing  there  in  1642  or  earlier.  As  to  the  prob¬ 
able  English  birthplace  of  Deacon  Thomas,  it  rests  with  greatest 
liklihood  perhaps  in  Essex,  although  the  family  was  numerous  at 
that  time  also  in  Hertford.  Cambridge  and  Suffolk  also  contained 
Hanchetts,  but  aside  from  these  counties  there  were  few,  if  any 
Hanchetts  in  England.  This  will  be  set  forth  at  length  in  notes 
on  the  Family  in  England.  The  family  is  a  very  ancient  one,  and 
the  name  is  found  as  far  back  as  1150  and  earlier.  The  name 
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Hanchett  began  to  be  used  about  1300;,  before  that  the  most  popular 
form  was  Hanchache  or  de  Hanchache.  The  identity  of  the  family  under 
the  two  spellings  is  fully  established,. 

From  1660  to  the  time  of  his  death  there  are  many  notices  of 
Deacon  Thomas  Hanchett ,  and  his  personal  history  is  set  forth  in 
another  place . 

Children  of  Deacon  Thomas  Hanchett  and  wife  Deliverance 
(Langton) 

20  THOMAS  (born  without  doubt  at  Wethersfield  about  1647)  see  record, 

3o  JOHN  (born  Sept©  1,  1649  ?  at  Wethersfield)  See  his  record  beyond, 

4o  Deliverance  (birthplace  unknown  perhaps  at  Wethersfield)  She 
married  Dea,  Nathaniel  Weller,  He  died  November  13,  1722,  She 
died  November  22 ,  1711.  Their  children  were  Thankful,  born  Oct, 

15,  1674  ;  Sarah,  born  in  1677 j  Deliverance,  born  in  1679  and 
died  April  24 ,  3.697. 

5,  Hannah  (Birthplace  unknown  probably  at  Wethersfield)  Married 

Samuel  Loomis  April  4,  167&,  Sergeant  Samuel  Loomis  died  November 
6,  1711o  Hannah  King,  wife  of  Jas,  King  of  Suf field,  died  August 
1720 o  Regarding  this  last  item,  which  seems  to  imply  that  Hannah 
after  the  death  of  Samuel  Loomis,  married  again,  James  King  of 
Suffield.  I  would  say  that  it  so  appears  in  a  pencilled  addition 
to  my  notes  taken  from  the  Loomis  Genealogy  and  I  have  been  un¬ 
able  to  find  it  elsewhere  in  my  notes.  I  have  no  doubt  that  I 
ascertained  the  marriage  to  be  a  fact  before,  thus  noting  but  it 
should  be  looked  up  again. 

Deliverance  Hanchett,  widow  of  Deacon  Thomas,  married  Johnathan 
Burt,  Deacon.  This  was  at  Springfield,  December  14 r  I6S6.  Burt  was 
a  prominent  man  at  Springfield,  holding  among  other  offices  that  of 
town  clerk.  It  was  also  his  second  marriage.  They  lived  at  Springfield 
Massachusetts ,  which  is  about  a  dozen  miles  north  of  Suffield  on  the 
river,  until  his  death  in  1715»  After  which  we  are  told  she  lived 
with  her  son  John  at  Suffield,  although  son  Thomas  and  one  of  the 
Burt  sons  contributed  to  her  support.  She  died  at  Suffield,  June  10, 
171B,  at  a  very  advanced  age. 

Both  Deliverance  (4)  and  Hannah  (5)  were  married  in  Westfield, 
Massachusetts . 

Since  writing  the  above,  I  recall  that  on  my  trip  to  Westfield 
I  took  my  notes  of  the  Loomis  Genealogy  giving  a  line  of  Hanchett 
ancestry  and  checked  up  the  records  there.  This  resulted  also  in 
certain  additions,  of  which  the  above  are  some.  The  authority  for 
the  statement  then  would  be  the  Westfield  record. 
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THOMAS  (1)  Biographical 

Concerning  the  parentage  of  Deliverance  Langtone 

We  take  the  following  from  Pope?s  Pioneers:  George  (Langtone 
Lanckton,  Langdon)  Wethersfield,  Cte  Removed  to  Springfield;  town 
officer,  1650,  He  married  29  (4)  164$,  the  widow  Haynes  of  Spring- 
field.  Children  Hester,  born  22  (6),  1649.  Removed  to  Northhampton. 
Will  dated  November  26,  1676,  bequeaths  to  wife,  to  son  Thomas 
Hanchett,  daughters  Cober  Pritchett  and  Easter  Hannam,  son  John  and 
grandson  Samuel  L. 

From  the  history  of  Springfield  which  covers  from  I636  to 
1736  by  Burn,  we  get  ”1646  George  Lancton.  Went  to  Northhampton 
and  died  there  in  1676."  The  date  1646  is  that  of  the  date  of 
the  arrival  in  Springfield.  Also  in  the  same  work  we  find  "Town 
Meeting  held  November  1650.  George  Langton  and  Jnc.  Stebbins 
are  chosen  Surveighors  of  the  highways  of  the  town  for-  the  years 
ensuinge.” 

From  Trumbull Ts  Northampton,  we  have  that  no  deeds  were  re¬ 
corded  of  the  latter  place  before  1657.  The  first  occupied  heme 
lots  were  laid  off  on  what  is  known  as  Pleasant,  King,  Hawley  and 
Market  Sts.  Last  on  Hawley  street  (not  last  in  time  but  in  situation) 
was  the  lot  of  George  Langton,  some  of  which  he  gave  to  his  son-in- 
law  Thomas  Hanchet. 

At  a  town  meeting  March  16,  1657-6  the  first  movement  to  obtain 
a  minister  was  made,  among  those  who  voted  was  George  Langton. 

January  6,  1656,  Mr.  Mather  was  called  and  17  inhabitants  gave  him 
land  for  distribution  of  new  settlers  he  might  invite.  Langton  along 
with  others.  George  Langton  subscribed  the  covenant.  George  Langton 
was  made  freeman  in  1663 .  Had  home  lot  2  acres,  meadow  land  3$  acres. 
He  contributed  to  the  support  of  Harvard  College,  two  bushels  of 
wheat,  6  she 

William  Hannam  in  a  deposition  in  a  celebrated  witchcraft 
slander  case  mentions  incidentally  that  he  borrowed  Goodman  Langton* s 
team  of  oxen  according  to  custom  ”to  break  up  some  ground.”  This  was 
probably  the  son-in-law  who  married  Easter. 

American  Ancestry  states  that  Langton  was  born  in  north  of 
England  or  south  of  Scotland,  that  he  died  at  Northampton  December 
29,  1676  (?).  Came  to  America  about  1640  and  settled  in  Wethersfield. 
Married  second  in  Springfield,  June  29,  1646,  Hannah,  widow  of  Edw. 
Hayes.  Had  a  son  John  of  Farmington,  Ct.  who  died  there  1689. 

Springfield  records  of  marriages:  Deacon  Jonathan  Burt  and 
Deliverance  Hanchet  were  joined  in  marriage  Dec.  14,  1666. 

We  have  seen  under  the  vital  records  that  the  probable  birth 
place  of  Dea.  Thomas  Hanchett  lies  in  Essex,  Hertford  or  Suffolk, 
in  England,  and  that  the  date  is  about  1620.  His  coming  to  America, 
we  conjecture  to  have  been  in  company  of  John  Hanchett  supposed  for 
various  reaso.ns  to  h  ave  been  his  brother. 
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As  the  latter  is  first  noticed  here  in  1634,  that  is  the  earliest 
suggestion  we  have  of  the  coming  of  Thomas /the  immigrant  „  Cur- 
first  diresct  reference  to  Deacon  Thomas  is  from  the  records  of 
Wethersfield ,  Connecticut »  The  records  of  this  town  have  been  most 
fully  and  elaborately  compiled  by  Stiles  in  his  History  of  Ancient 
Wethersfield;,  and  we  may  feel  sure  that  there  is  nothing  to  be  found 
there  which  has  net  been  included  in  this  work.  Concerning  Deaccn 
Thomas,  we  have  the.  following? 

Hansett  (Hanchett)  Thomas,  received  homestead  25  Feb,  164.2,  a  home, 
lj  acres  land  bounded  on  New  St.  east  (discontinued  in  3.660)?  way 
to  Hartford  (Back  Lane)  west"  Michael  Griswoldfs  homestead,  south; 

Hugh  Wells,  north, 

Wethersfield  was  one  of  the  three  first  Connecticut  towns,  the 
other  two  being  Windsor  and  Hartford,  Wethersfield  was  settled  from 
Watertown,  Mass,,  in  1634,  as  was  Windsor  from  Dorchester  and  Hart- 
ford  from  Newton,  Mass,,  and  the  three  towns  were  first  called  Water- 
town,  Dorchester  and  Newton,  respectively.  The  Indian  name  of  Wethers¬ 
field  was  Pyquago  In  .1636,  the  name  was  changed  from  Watertown  to 
Wethersfield,  Why  that  name  was  selected  is  not  definitely  known, 
but  it  is  certain  that  it  was  not  because  the  first  settlers  were 
from  any  town  of  that  name  in  Old  England,  It  is  important  to  note 
that  there  were  no  records  of  Wethersfield  prior  to  I6u0  of  whi .h 
we  have  knowledge. 

It  seems  certain  that  Deacon  Thomas  was  married  at-  Wethersfield 
a  few  years  after  the  granting  of  the  home  lot,  say  1645  c:r  l6o6, 
and  that  his  sen  Thomas  was  born  about  1647.-,  but  these  facts  dc  not 
appear  on  the  very  imperfect  records  of  those  days. 

The  next  record  is  the  tax  list  which  shows  that-  he  was  assess¬ 
ed  for  four  acres  of  land  there  in  1.647-3, 

The  next  reference  is  found  in  the  probate  of  the  estate  of 
Leonard  Chester „  Gentleman,  one  of  the  richest  and  most  aristocratic 
of  the  colony,  and  who  is  moreover  one  of  the  ten  who  were  certainly 
at  Wethersfield  at  the  settlement  in  163 4-5 «  He  died  in  1643  and 
his  will  of  that  year,  August  1.643,  was  witnessed  by  Thomas  Hanchett, 
who,  by  the  way,  always  subscribed  by  signature  and  not  by  mark  al¬ 
though  the  latter  was  common  in  those  days  by  even  very  important 
citizens , 

The  next  reference  is  the  birth  cf  the  son  John,  afterwards 
Deacon  John  Hanchett,  one  of  the  founders  of  Suf field,  Ct,  John, 
son  of  Thomas  and  Deliverance  Hanchett,  born  Sept.  1,  1649 » 

We  hear  no  more  of  Deacon  Thomas  at  Wethersfield,  but  he  appears 
at  New  London,  in  1651,  as  is  shown  by  a  single  item  which  is  the 
first  item  cf  the  eldest  record  book.  "The  names  of  all  ye  wrought 
at  the  Mill  Dam.”  There  were  U2  in  this  list  among  them,  Thomas 
Hanshut,  Mr.  Caulkins  who  quotes  the  above  in  his  histroy  cf  the  town 
says  that  four  names  of  the  list  belonged  to  transient  or  fluctuating 
residents,  vis,,  *=**=«* •» -  Thomas  Hanshut  —  -*» ,  who  after  remaining 
a  year  or  two  years  and  coming  and  going  several  times,  finally 
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left  the  Plantation  from  New  London*  Deacon  Thomas  does  not  appear 
again  until  1660,  when  he  came  to  Northampton;,  Mass*,  although  the 
historian  of  the  latter  town  Trumbul  says  that  he  came  to  Northamp¬ 
ton  from  Wetherfield,  but  also  appears  on  the  records  of  Saybrock, 

Ct-o  and  New  London,,  Taht  he  came  from  Wethersfield  directly  is  un¬ 
doubtedly  a  mere  reference *  The  writer  has  been  able  to  consult  but 
few  records  of  Saybrook  but  has  so  far  discovered  nothing  of  the 
Hanchett  family  there*  During  this  interim  of  eight  or  nine  years, 
Thomas  Hanchett ?s  two  daughters.  Deliverance  and  Hannah,  must  have 
been  born*  The  births  of  the  other  children  than  John  do  net  appear 
on  any  records  and  it  is  important  to  determine  their  ages  as  nearly 
as  possible,  especially  with  reference  to  the  first  born  as  upen 
that  hangs  the  estimation  of  the  date  of  marriage *  Under  Thomas  2, 
we  will  give  very  nearly  conclusive..  reasons  for  supposing  that  he 
was  the  eldest  of  the  children,,  The  date  of  the  death  of  the  mother 
Deliverance  is  so  remote,  1719,  the  probability  of  other  children 
before  John  is  somewhat  lessened,  although  we  must-  leave  space  there 
for  the  birth  of  Thomas „  The  dates  of  the  marriages  of  the  daughters 
is  some  clue  to  the  dates  of  their  births ,  Deliverance  married  Dea„ 
Nath f 1  Weller  at  what  date  is  not  given,  but  reckoned  back  from  the 
birth  of  their  first  child,  it  must  have  been  about  I67J*  If  she 
were  born  in  1651,  she  would  be  22  at  her  marriage,  a  eery  probable 
age.  The  other  daughter  Hannah  married  Samuel  Loomis,  April  L.  1678 * 
She  was  therefore  evidently  younger  than  Deliverance,  and  if  sue 
had  been  born  in  1653  would  have  been  25  years  of  ageu  The  scr 
Thomas  married  Elizabeth  Loomis,  November  13,  1673 «  If  he  wore 
younger  than  John,  say  born  in  the  fall  of  1651,  he  would  be  cnlv  22 
years  old  at  this  time,  which  is  young  for  a  man  and  moreover  four 
years  in  advance  of  his  brother  John,  who  was  his  senior  by  two 
years  by  this  supposition*  Other  reasons  for  supposing  that  Thomas 
was  older  will  be  given  beyond* 

The  reason  for  the  coming  of  Deacon  Thomas  to  Northampton  is 
not  hard  to  find*  George  Langtcn,  his  father-in-law,  was  already  a 
resident  and  Trumbull  says  that  he  divided  his  lot  with  his  sen-in- 
law,  Thomas  Hanchett*  We  do  not  have  to  depend  upon  this  statement 
to  establish  the  parentage  of  Deliverance,  for  it  appears  from  the 
will  of  George  Langton  that  he  left  a  legacy  to  his  daughter, 
Deliverance  Hanchett*  This  lot  of  land  is  centrally  located  in  North¬ 
ampton,  very  near  the  railroad  station,  and  is  on  Hawley  Street, 
between  Eastern  Avenue  and  Holyoke,  and  extends  eastward  beyond 
Williams  St*  Deacon  Thomas  took  the  half  near  Holyoke  St*  Besides 
this  Dea,  Thomas  owned  a  much  larger  lot  further  north  being  northeas 
of  the  present  Cemetery  on  Pine  St*  and  Bridge  St*  The  old  lot  and 
the  new  cemetery  were  evidently  contiguous*  The  first  mentioned  lot 
was,  however,  the  home  lot* 

Up  to  this  time,  it  does  not  appear  that  Thomas  Hanchett  was  at 
all  conspicuous  in  publis  affairs,  but  from  new  on  we  find  him  always 
playing  a  leading  part*  The  following  is  taken  from  the  History  cf 
Northampton  by  Trumbull*  "Seven  years  passed  after  the  arrival  cf 
the  first  emigrants  before  a  church  was  formed,  though  a  meeting 
house  had  been  built  and  a  minister  engaged*  For  three  years  the 
people  attended  faithfully  upon  the  ministrations  cf  their  chosen 
pastor.  Now  the  time  had  come  for  the  formation  of  a  visible  church. 
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On  the  18  of  June,  1661,  the  work  was  accomplished.  The  original 
entry  upon  the  records  of  the  church  is  as  follows:  ”The  Church 
was  gathered  at  Northampton  18:4:1661.  The  persons  that  begun  the 
work  were  in  number  eight  viz.,  Mr.  Eleazar  Mather,  David  Wilton, 
William  Clarke,  John  Strong,  Henry  Cunliffe,  Henry  Woodward,  Thomas 
Rotte,  Thomas  Hanehett.  Messengers  that  were  present  from  four 

churches,  etc.  - -  and  the  same  day  after  they  had  entered  into 

Covenant  they  chose  Mr.  Eleazar  Mather  to  the  office  of  Paster,  etc. 

This  with  the  churches  at  Springfield  and  Hadley  were  the  only 
ones  in  the  County  at  that  time. 

Thus  it  appears  that  Deacon  ^Hanehett  was  one  of  the  seven 
pillars  of  the  Northampton  Church,  the  pastor  not  being  so  reckoned, 
This  church  is  the  one  made  famous  by  its  preacher  the  celebrated 
Johathan  Edwards  in  the  next  century.  It  was  here  that  Deacon 
Thomas  acquired  his  title  of  Deacon,  being  chosen  to  that  office 
in  1668  and  was  the  second ‘ incumbent ,  and  by  the  title  of  Deacon  he 
was  distinguished  ever  since,  on  all  public  records. 

Further  notices  of  Deacon  Thomas  at  Northampton  are  sparing. 

On  March  24,  1661,  he  was  with  fifteen  others  made  freeman,  which 
means  that  he  acquired  full  citizenship. 

He  signed  the  church  covenant  at  the  founding  as  did  his  wife 
Deliverance  and  his  father-in-law,  George  Langton.  Also  at  that 
time,  1661,  three  of  his  children  were  admitted  with  him  to  the 
church*  These  must  have  been  Thomas,  John,  and  Deliverance,  the 
three  eldest,  for  Hannah  was  then  certainly  a  very  small  child. 

March  26,  1661,  with  fifteen  others  he  took  the  oath  of  fi¬ 
delity,  and  on  March  25,  1662,  Thomas  Hanehett  and  others  capable  of 
bearing  arms  took  the  freeman -s  oath.  The  year  at  this  time  began 
March  25,  so  that  March  24,  1661  was  the  followed  next  day  by  March 
25,  1662.  This  method  of  dividing  the  year  persisted  until  1752. 

The  two  notices  of  freemanship  are  therefore  not  inconsistent. 

In  1665,  1st  month,  second  day,  he  was  chosen  juryman,  at  a 
court  at  Northampton. 

In  1668,  Deacon  Thomas  was  chosen  selectman  of  the  town  of 
Northampton,  In  this  year  also  there  were  several  petitions 
addressed  to  the  General  Court  from  the  Western  towns,  directed 
against  imposts.  These  petitions  were  not  granted  and  the  matter 
caused  no  little  resentment  in  the  west.  The  petition  from  North¬ 
ampton  is  dated  the  4th  of  the  11th  month,  1668,  and  is  subscribed 
among  others  by  Thomas  Hantchat,  sr.  and  Thomas  Hantchat,  Jr.  John 
Hanehett,  the  other  son,  did  not  sign.  The  inference  is  that  being 
but  19  years  old,  his  signature  was  not  important . 

This  year  also,  it  is  probable,  Deacon  Thomas  removed  to  West- 
field,  Mass.,  of  which  town  he  became  a  leading  citizen.  The  first 
record  of  him  there  being  that  of  land  granted  to  him  in  1669,  Feb. 

1.  nThomas  .Handchett ,  Senior  ,  to  have  the  like  grant  formerly  granted 
to  him  or  else  to  make  up  in  the  quantity  what  wants  in  quality.”  and 
April  19 1  1670,  "granted  to  Thomas  Hanehett  in  respect  the  land  may 
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not  be  so  good  in  quality  as  his  former  grant  that  he  shall  have 
forty  acres.”  The  earlier  grant  is  not  given,  and  it  may  be  remarked 
in  passing  that  the  original  records  from  1669,  the  date  of  incor¬ 
poration,  to  1676  have  disappeared  and  only  imperfect  copies  made 
in  1700  are  extant. 

We  have  seme  reason  to  believe  that  the  remove  from  Northampton 
to  Westfield  was  not  made  abruptly,  but  extended  over  a  couple  of 
years.  Dea.  Thomas  going  back  and  forth  as  his  interests  required. 

It  appears  on  the  will  of  Rowland  Stebbins  that  Thomas  Hanchett  was 
overseer  ”Pers*r”  of  the  will.  This  will  was  dated  the  first  of  the 
first  month,  1669.  Also  in  a  list  of  contributors  to  the  support 
of  Harvard  College  from  Northampton,  1672-3  (this  was  in  effect  a 
tax)  we  find  ”Decon  Hanchet,  toe  bushels  wheats  &  4  lbs  flax  10  sh.” 
Which  seems  to  show  that  he  still  had  interests  in  Northampton  that 
required  his  presence  there.  ] 

At  Westfield,  Deacon  Thomas  was  again  prominent  in  town  affairs 
and  appears  on  the  first  list  of  Selectmen  cf  the  town  which  the  loss 
of  the  chief  records  has  spared  to  us.  This  was  in  1672.  j 

The  following  description  of  his  holding  in  Westfield  appears 
on  the  record  for  1672,  and  is  as  follows:  A  parcel  of  land  for 
a  home  lot  being  in  breadth  16  rods  and  in  length,  1+0  rods  which  it 
.  should  be  6  acres,  but  there  not  being  enough  by  reason  of  a  spruce 
swamp,  he  hath  taken  two  acres  by  his  son  Wellers  and  is  bounded  by 
the  land  of  Jedidiah  Dewer  on  the  North  and  Common  land  on  the  South,  j 
The  front  of  the  east,  the  river  on  the  west.  (Westfield  River) 

(2)  Another  parcel  of  land  in  the  Hundred  Acres  containing  16  acres 
etc.  bounded  by  the  river  on  the  north.  (3)  Another  parcel  cf  land 
on  the  south  side  of  the  little  meadow,  containing  three  acres. 

(4)  Another  parcel  in  the  Neck,  four  acres  (5)  Another  parcel  14 
acres  by  land,  of  Samuel  Loomis,  Sr.  (6)  Another  parcel  over  the 
brook.  Thomas,  Jr.  was  given  land  as  early  as  June,  1670,  and  two 
years  later  John  is  reported  as  being  a  landowner.  We  now  have  no 
further  records  of  Deacon  Thomas  until  the  founding  of  Suffield  in 
which  he  took  a  principal  part,  in  1679,  although  we  find  one 
small  notice  in  that  his  name  was  included  in  a  list  of  jurors  drawn 
at  Springfield  Sept.  30,  1673,  ”Dea.  Hanchet”  also  in  this  list  appears 
the  name  of  Jonathan  Burt,  who  married  the  widow  Deliverance.  How¬ 
ever,  these  times  were  stirring  enough,  for  in  1675-6  occurred  King 
Philips  war,  signallized  by  many  Indian  massacres  and  in  which  the 
large  town  of  Springfield  was  partly  destroyed.  It  has  always  been 
considered  surprising  that  the  thinly  settled  town  of  Westfield,  the 
most  exposed  on  the  frontier,  did  not  encounter  a  like  fate.  Dea. 
Thomas  was  not  a  founder  of  We stfield,  as  that  town  was  settled 
probably  between  I65S  and  1660,  being  first  called  by  its  Indian 
name  Warronoco.  It  was  incorporated  in  1669  about  the  time  that 
Deacon  Thomas  moved  there. 

Deacon  Thomas  Hanchett  was  one  of  the  founders  of  the  town  of 
Suffield  and  took  a  leading  part.  The  first  record  is  just  before 
the  organization  of  the  town  and  is  in  reference  to  the  building  of 
the  parsonagb  for  Mr.  Jno.  Younglove.  The  record  reads,  ”At  a  legal 
meeting  of  the  inhabitants  of  Suffield,  Nov.  17,  1679"  —  there  was 
a  committee  of  five  chosen  to  see  the  performance  of  the  work,  the 
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first  named  being  Deacon  Thomas  Hanchet.  At  a  town  meeting  March  5„ 
1653-4  ndea.  Tho  Hanchett’1  was  first  named  of  five  selectmen  chosen 
for  the  year,  thus  having  been  successively  on  the  executive  committee 
of  Northampton,  Westfield,  and  Suf field,  a  sufficient  evidence  of  the 
esteem  in  which  he  was  held  wherever  he  went. 

At  a  court  held  at  Springfield,  Sept.  25,  1653,  Dea.  Tho  Han- 
chett  was  chosen  one  of  a  committee  of  six  prominent  colonists  to 
determine  the  location  of  a  Ferry  at  Springfield  in  case  the  town 
failed  to  provide  confortable  passage.  Dea  Jonathan  Burt  (already 
referred  to)  was  on  this  committee.  It  seems  that  the  town  of  Spring- 
field  had  been  presented  to  the  court  for  failure  to  supply  the 
passage  needed  for  which  it  seems  -there  was  some  excuss  by  reason  of 
the  difficulty  in  determining  the  passage.  The  prominence  of  the 
membership  of  this  committee  is  evidence  of  the  importance  at  which 
the  duty  was  esteemed. 

At  this  same  court,  Thomas  Hanchet  of  Suf field,  desiring  to  be 
freed  from  military  exercises,  this  court  considering  his  age  and  his 
"Crazynes  doe  grant  his  desired  freedom. ?*  The  " crazynes”  referred 
to  is  to  be  taken  in  the  primary  signification  of  the  term  and  evi¬ 
dently  means  ”Shakey”  physically,  which  did  not  impair  his  usefulness 
upon  the  Ferry  Committee  or  as  selectman.  Dea.  Thomas  in  his  will 
refers  to  his  Crazyness  of  body  but  soundness  of  mind.  It  is  evident 
that  his  end  was  nearing  and  that  he  was  physically  incapacitated  in 
his  declining  years. 

April  16,  1654,  Thomas  Han chett  was  one  of  three  to  sign  his 
name  to  the  certificate  of  the  laying  out  of  a  highway,  and  Sent. 

30  of  that  year  he  was  juryman  at  Springfield  although  the  absence 
of  the  designation  Deacon  leaves  it  a  possibility  that  his  son  Thomas 

is  meant. 

Deacon  Thomas1  holding  in  Suffield  included  his  home  lot 
granted  to  him  at  the  laying  out  of  the  town  in  1679,  and  his  sons, 
Thomas,  Jr.  and  John  had  lots  very  near  him.  This  lot  granted  to 
Deacon  Thomas  remained  in  the  family  until  1573 ,  the  last  possessor 
being  Miss  Betsey  Hanchett,  who  in  her  will  refers  to  it  as  follows: 
Will  dated  Oct.  15,  1569o  ”1  give,  bequeath,  and  devise  to  my 

kinsman  Silas  Adams,  of  Rome,  Oneida  Ccunty  in  the  State  of  New  York, 
the  home  and  farm  now  in  my  possession  and  which  I  inherited  from  my 
father  Ezra  Hanchett,  of  Suffield,  he  being  the  fifth  generation  from 
Deacon  Thomas  Hanchett,  the  original  proprietor  of  said  farm  in  the 
settlement  of  the  town  of  Suffield.  If  either  of  the  sons  or  grand¬ 
sons  of  said  Silas  are  willing  to  take  the  surname  of  Hanchett  and 
occupy  said  farm,  it  is  my  choice  that  the  title  should  be  vested 
in  him,  though  I  would  not  make  it  obligatory  upon  them  to  do  so." 
After  the  death  of  Miss  Betsey,  the  estate  is  shortly  sold  by  the 
devisees.  The  writer  visited  Suffield  in  1903  and  viewed  the  old 
estate  which  is  situated  on  N.  Main  St.  (High  St.)  in  the  most 
attractive  part  of  this  beautiful  town.  Main  St.  broadens  out  at  this 
point  into  a  public  green  and  is  shaded  by  massive  primeval  trees  in 
astonishing  number.  The  sidewalks  are  as  broad  as  streets  in  other 
towns  and  the  grass  upon  them  is  kept  scrupulously  trimmed  all  through 
the  town  centre.  The  street  itself  is  double,  right  and  left,  and 
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very  beautiful,,  The  celebrated  Suf field  Academy  is  over  the  way , 
not  far  off  is  also  the  public  library,  forming  a  set  of  beautiful 
buildings o  Deacon  Hanchett?s  home  lot  has  passed  into  ether  hands 
on  the  street  front  and  a  row  of  five  or  six  modern  residences  new 
adorn  it  in  keeping  wich  the  elegance  of  the  weighberhoodo  Also  still 
stands  the  neat  but  old  style  dwelling  house  of  Ezra  Hanchett  and  the 
older  inhabitants  remember  well  the  two  old  maiden  ladies.  Miss  Betsey 
and  Miss  Cynthia  Mc  Hanchett,  who  remained  true  so  long  to  family 
traditions,  and  who  lived  there 0 

The  original  grant,  except  as  disposed  of  in  the  front  as  in¬ 
dicated,  is  given  over  to  the  cultivation  of  tobacco,  as  indeed  is 
every  good  piece  of  arable  lando  It  extends  far  back  from  the  street 
but  not  as  far  as  the  original  distance  which  was  prodigouso  The 
part  on  High  St0,  using  the  ancient  name,  is  indeed  high,  and  the 

whole  street  runs  along  the  ridge  of  land  with  a  valley  on  each  side*. 

Deacon  Thomas  died  in  Suf field,  then  a  part  of  the  Massachusetts 
Bay  Colony  but  now  in  Connecticut,  June  11,  1686„  His  widow  married 
at  Springfield,  Dec0  14,  1686,  Deacon  Jonathan  Burt,  a  widower  and  a 
prominent  man  of  that  town,  holding  among  ether  offices  that  of  town 
clerk  for  several  years 0  He  was  Deacon  of  the  first  church  of  Spring- 

fieldo  Burt  died  at  Springfield,  in  1715°  After  his  death  the  widow 

Deliverance  Burt  returned  to  Suffield  and  passed  the  few  remaining 
years  of  her  life  with  her  son  John,  although  her  son  Thomas  and  a 
step-son  Burt  also  contributed  t-o  her  support,,  She  died  at  Suffield 
June  10,  1718,  at  an  advanced  age„  She  must  have  been  well  over 
ninety,  and  it  may  be  remarked  in  passing  that  her  sen  Deacon  John 
died  at  ninety-five  and  her  grandson  John  at  eighty-two «,  An  old 
account  book,  which  was  in  the  possession  of  David  Hanchett,  of  La 
Porte,  Iowa,  a  very  old  gentleman  (1904)?  dates  back  tc  1705  and 
gives  some  account  of  the  support  of  the  Widow  Burto 

The  proof  of  the  will  of  Deacon  Thomas  is  to  be  found  at  North¬ 
ampton,  which  was  then  the  probate  office  for  Suffield „  The  will  is 
taken  from  the  copy  on  file,  the  original  not  being  found 0  "Suffield, 
May  19,  l686o  The  last  will  and  testament  of  Thomas  Hanehet,  sence 
being  crazie  and  infirm  of  body  but  of  sound  understanding  is  as 
follows  s 

In  the  first  place,  I  give  my  soul  tc  the  all  blessed  and 
glorious  God  who  gave  it  to  me  and  secondly  I  commit  my  body  to  the 
grave  in  the  comfortable  belief  and  hope  (through  my  blesses  Lord 
and  Saviour  Jesus  Christ)  at  the  last  day  to  be  quickened  again  and 
raised  unto  a  glorious  life  with  himself  in  Heaven,  3rdly?  I  give 
order  for  a  decent  Christain  burial,  and  for  that  portion  of  my 
estate  which  God  hath  given  me,  I  order  and  dispose  of  it  as  foilow- 
eth,  viSo, 

1st.  First  my  will  is  that  those  parcels  of  my  land  at  Westfield 
which  I  formerly  (before  this  last  will  making)  have  in  any  manner 
of  way  granted  and  passed  over  and  disposed  of  to  my  children  shall 
be  in  the  several  parcels  theirs  according  to  the  terms  upon  which  I 
passed  them  over  and  disposed  of  those  parcels  unto  them  and  as  here¬ 
tofore  in  their  several  parcels  each  of  which  have  received  and 
possessed  them  and  that  which  was  formerly  done  that  way  by  me  to 
stand  firm  and  good  without  any  alterations  or  change „ 
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2nd,  My  will  is  that  the  rest  of  my  land  (at.  Westfield)  that, 
is  yet  to  be  disposed  of  that  my  wife  shall  have  it  at  her  disposal 
during  her  lifetime  and  at  her  decease.,  I  will  the  one  land  to  my 
daughter  Deliverance  Weller  and  what  of  land  there  shall  be  left  by 
my  wife  at  her  decease  (she  having  by  this  will  a  liberty  left  her ? 
if  her  need  require  to  sell  seme  of  it)  I  give  to  my  two  sens  Thomas 
and  John  by  indifferent  men  to  be  equally  divided  between  them, 

3rdly,  As  to  my  land  at  Suffield,  the  income  of  it  I  give  to  my 
wife  during  her  lifetime  and  at  her  decease  I  give  it  to  my  two  sons 
Thomas  and  John  to  be  divided  equally  between  them  by  the  judgement 
of  indifferent  men  but  I  will  that  my  two  sons  shall  pay  a  legacy  of 
.twenty  pounds  to  my  daughter  Hannah  Lumas  when  they  shall  ocme  into 
the  possession  of  the  land  but  the  house  I  order  to  be  my  sen  John's 
wholly  and  therefore  I  will  unto  my_daughter  Hannah  Lumas  and  I  will 
my  son  Thomas  to  pay  the  other  five  remaining,, 

4thly  In  this  will  I  give  all  my  movables  to  my  wife  during 
her  lifetime  and  to  her  disposal  at  her  decease,, 

In  witness  of  this  my  last  will  I  have  set  to  my  hando 

Thomas  Hanehet  SEAL 

John  Younglove 

Joseph  Harmon  Nov,  16,  1636,  allowed  before  John  Pynrhcn  concilia," 

November  16,  16$6,  Deliverance  Hanehet  relict  Thomas  Hanehef  deceased 
personally  came  and  exhibited  true  inventory  of  the  estate  of  Thomas 
Hanehet ,  her  late  husband  and  made  oath,  etc.  The  inventory  of 
personalty  is  in  part  as  follows;,  also  some  of  the  realty; 

House  and  houselot  containing  IS  acres  at  fO  pounds,  42  acres 

of  land  at  21  pounds,  6  acres  meadow  at  5  pounds. 

Two  cows  and  or.e  yearling  calf  10  pounds.  Five  swine  at  10 
pounds*  Book  one  pound.  Chests  and  spinning  wheels  one  pound,  L 
shillings.  Gun,  sword,  powder  and  bullets,  1  pound  1  sh,  6  d,  A  loom 

and  tackling  to  it,  L  pounds,  Beds  and  bedding,  14  pounds,  Web  of 

cloth,  4  pounds,  4  pounds  10  sh.  Table  cloths,  napkins,  1  pound.  Total 
127  pounds,  1  sh,  6  d. 

Estate  at  Westfield  was  taken  by  Samuel  Loomis  and  Josiah  Dewey 
June  24,  1636,  Home  lot  6  acres,  11  pounds.  Four  acres  land  10  pounds, 
A  table  5  sh.  More  than  3h  acres  meadow,  5  pounds.  In  all  26  pounds. 
Total  153  pounds  6  sh,  6  d, 

Thomas  (1)  Biographical  The  "Mary  &  John"  Story 

It  is  frequently  stated  by  descendants  of  Deacon  Thomas  that  he 
came  to  this  country  from  England  on  the  ship  "Mary  &  John"  in  1630, 
This  would  be  most  interesting  and  important  if  true,  not  only  be¬ 
cause  the  "Mary  &  John"  was  a  celebrated  ship  but  because  it  would 
give  us  an  early  date  respecting  Deacon  Thomas  and  a  clue  to  his 
whereabouts  in  England,  The  writer  first  became  acquainted  with  this 
story  through  reading  American  Ancestry,  Vol,  3  page  34,  which  gives 
the  line  of  Capt,  Oliver  Hanehet  back  to  Deacon  Thomas  and  incident ly 
gives  a  short  sketch  of  the  latter.  Later  the  writer  examined  many 
records  of  Boston  and  vicinity  in  search  of  all  possible  information 
of  Hanehet  Genealogy,  The  facilities  of  the  N.  E,  Genealogy  and 
Historical  Society  were  at  his  disposal  and  no  record  of  importance  he 
believes  escaped  his  attention.  He  also  examined  records  at  Wethers¬ 
field,  Suffield,  Saybrock,  Northampton,  New  London,  Springfield. 
Hartford,  Westfield  and  many  other  less  probable  places  in  western 
Mass,  and  Conn,  but  discovered  nothing  about  the  coming  of  Deacon 


-IX~ 


terfd  (b.axldeeW  dB»  bnsl  yic  lo  da^n  sr  dBri„  ex  Aliw  yM  .b  r 
Ifieoqeci  'red  d£  dl  €  -  d  IXeria  «liw  \  ".  darit  rto  beaoqaxb  nd  od  doy  ?X 
t  b;iB .  en  -*rt.:  IIxw  I  ..©-  ec  9b  -red  d£  n£  eniidalil  eri  S^lix/b 
-'d  diet  d  &ri  ;  a-rerid  bnsl  lo  d3i  f  onr  ■  sonx  i9v±.  '- x  me 
red  :  i  .  x  t"9dxl  s  IIxv;  airid  yd  gci'dari  ©eseoeb  -:sd  ds  9I  tw  yra 

->dT  8  05 

.med*  a  '’~ej  >b.  yXI  xrpe  3d  '  nsja  dii9n€  tlibni  yd  ^ioU  bn* 

y/n  o’,  ’/xr  X  dx  lo  asooni:  9rid  ebXdi  r  luX  dB  b::B .  :•  o.;  >.  A  •  .IbnC 

Yjv  o  ri  X  ©p.Beosb  *it '  ?  j  ft  1  *-  d<  • 1  ‘  *Xw 

tatiaeabuc,  srfd  yd  ”•'•  i'l  nsswded  yllfti/pe  bebvib  t  .  ad  r  ob  bn£  e<  onT 

aari  9..-0  :  ;.  ij  n  v#  esmi/J  £••■. nni. !  scrigt/Bb  od  ebnnoq  ydnowd. 

0  seifoc  arid  dud  bcif  1  afi, 

*Xi  •  I  b  £  ;:.x.  ten  *1  Jris.rsb  n  ^  i:  X  w  ancle  a  X  t  1  r-  w 

nXnxen  1  w  r.'*  -r©ri?o  er  1  \sq  od  3 Bn  :  XT  not  X® 

a a i *tt/b  *1  :v  f®  cd  aeidBvoio  y. .  X Ib  evxs  I  XXxw  eirid  ar  ■  yld3*  ; 

.3.9:9b  *xeri  1j  Xsc-qelb  led  od  bne  e  mi  del  XX  n»ri 

JASL  deri-fudi  usmoriT 

evoignixoi  rxnoo 

wt.x  .xcnoo  x! or  cry'  «dol>  snolsd  bw  5.  -sd<?dl  tdX  Ovo  notc'u  riq:  “ol» 


P92  ‘a-eb  derio  jsnicriT  d?iXsi  de  -►nsH  s^nBrevileQ  td6^X  ;d  'isdflsvoM 
Xc  97  ^:9  ©rid  lo  \'iodn  .ax  €  id  bsdiriirixs  b:i6  bo  v  Xsnca'xrq 
n  vai  ariT  «od9  ridBo  afcuoai  bn&  fcnsd  -  :  del  dsri  .  d9rionBH 

ae^roi,  SA  ,3bnno-  0?  dB  a^tos  laiBntioo  dvils  :;oii  bii£  ©ai/cri 

.abm/oq  5  a  u'cbB9r  st  b  d  abt:  ;oq  Iri  dB  rifiX  10 
.‘b  enxw;{  9\  .e-bnx/oc  OX  1J  -  |nxl  B9\  anc  bnB  awoo  ^wT 

mao!  A  «b  d  ,  id  I  .dalJ  id  bcu  debvroq  -biowa  #atfO  inil.  ria 

!o  diW  s'Bbn-'oq  . ifi  <->■  -*  «  bn  4'  t  1  b  'rii  -  •••  •■  bnB 

XfidoT  .brtuoq  i  Panj  f£n  s ari  I  >X obT  .1  0  afcnnoq  , abnuoq  4 

*b  a  .ile  I  <ebauoq  VSX 

yawea  ri  i  sob  bnB  eirac:  J  X©i/mB8  yc  tori.c.  pf«  bXe  :  ?£-' Jb  9  3ds3 

•  febnuc-n  01  bnB  i.  seioB  ‘XJJor*i  » afc-iwcq  XX  &  doj  ql  oh  •  Soi  ^  •■-  s:‘  J  ’ 

.ebn>Joa  XXb  nl  .eba^oq  c  wc  obbo  erios  nfix-  d  PtoM  .ri«  ^  sided  A 

.b  d  .ria  o  ebnuo  ;  £$X  XedoT 

o'B  '  tirtol,  A  Vfi:.  1  orfT  lBoxnqeo:g  (X)  asmoriT 

. 

,GidX  nr  «nrio3  A  v*xb]  m  qiris  erid  n  nslgcfll  moil  yxdnyoo  '  ifiri  od  9. .  o 

•-sd  vino  don  ..«  :id  IX  rnBdnoqr..  X.  s  gn  ^aanedni  doom  blue*  a  rii 

b^jiow  d  aeoeoed  dud  qina  DBdJ.i  ©a  £  •.£  ”  '1-'  *  yn*.  '  eriJ  eeuBO 

r  rt  o -d  -  0  bnB  afcmoriT  naoea ^  gnidoaq'  9deh  n^e  hb  ea  eveg 

yldnebioni  bnx-  a&®  riT  nooeea  od  jloed  rsrionBi  nsviXO  *dqB0  ‘ic  eni..  ®nd 
ynBn!  bsnic^bxe  nedXiw  srid  nedBiI  .i;  dds  .  arid  i  d  0  9^s  d  roria  s  .^svXg 
■  •  ,  .  y  •  ^  j  .a  i  1  l£s  n  •  ri:  r  ^  >  ■ 

br:  ,  v- jtU6an  0  ,3  ,M  eric  lo  BB.JtdiXi  *•£  f.  >rir  v.  oXb  t.  •)  df  riaasH 
eri  9onfid*ioq:aj  io  biocon  on  bn 6  XBaoqexb  air  > -i  snow  ya  :00c  .  s:  °daxn 

—  of$ri  •»'  "xo  ;  1  nj  ?  <  0  •>'•  B  t'i..-  o\  0  f.  ©d 

' 

riocBeG  lo  3.  ir.50  s  t  iuodB  g  ridon  benevooaib  dx/d  .oncl  bn b  .oa£-4 


-12- 


Thomas,  Meanwhile  Hanchett  correspondents  seemed  to  be  well  informed 
as  to  this  alleged  comings  even  where  they  knew  scarcely  anything 
else  about  Deacon  Thomas  0  Finally ,  the  writer  examined  Hanchet  notices 
in  old  England  and  found  that  the  family  was  numerous  there  in  1600 
and  were  an  ancient  family ,  but  that  they  were  without  exception 
confined  to  the  counties  of  Hertford ,  Essex,  Cambridge ,  and  a  few  in 
Suffolk,,  with  older  lines  in  Bucks  and  Bedford,  all  counties  north  of 
London  and  not  distant-  from  one  another ,  In  fact,  the  Han chef fs  seemed 
to  exist  in  a  very  compact  nucleus  at  the  junction  of  the  three  count¬ 
ies  of  Hertford 9  Essex  and  Cambridge, 

Again  the  writer  learned  that  the  ship  list  of  the  "Mary  &  John" 
on  her  famous  voyage  had  not  been  preserved  and  that  although  many 
claimed  the  honor  for  their  immigrant  ancestors,  few  were  accepted 
by  competent  genealogists,  who  had  directed  considerable  attention  to 
the  subject.  Also,  it  appeared  that  the  passengers  on  the  trip  were 
drawn  from  the  three  counties  of  Devon,  Dorset,  and  Somerset,  and  net 
at  all  near  the  Han c net  counties,  Further  finding  that  nobody  with 
whom  he  communicated  among  the  Hanehets  had  studied  the  problem  care¬ 
fully,  he  at  length  concluded  that  the  story  itself  was  unfounded , 

The  next  question  was  to  determine  how  the  story  got  started. 

This  was  not  so  easy  but  after  repeated  inquires  the  dues  all 
seemed  to  lead  to  the  article  in  American  Ancestry,  American  Ancestry, 
by  the  way,  is  a  publication  run  cn  a  business  basis  and  printed 
genealogical  sketches  for  a  cash  consideration,  as  written,  without 
criticism  or  review.  The  articles  therefore  have  no  higher  authority 
than  the  contributors  who  are  drawn  from  the  people  at  large.  This 
article  was -put  in  by  Milton  Waldo  Hanchett  of  the  line  of  Gap:,  Oliver 
and  after  correspondence  with  Henry  Granger  Hanchett,  his  son,  I 
discovered  what  led  or  rather  misled  the  former  into  publishing  as 
indicated.  It  seems  that  a.  Miss  Aria  Huntington,  daughter  of  Bishop 
Huntington,  while  locking  up  her  own  ancestry  at  Northampton  in  the 
public  library  there,  ran  across  some  items  of  the  Han  .hefts  quite  by 
chance.  Having  a  friend,  a  Miss  Juliet  Hanchett,  she  reported  the 
matter  to  her,  who  in  turn  reported  it  to  Milton  Waldc  Hanchett,  The 
story  was  that  Dea,  Thomas  came  in  the  "Mary  &  John",  I  obtained 
Miss  Huntington's  address  and  wrote  to  her.  Her  reply  stated  what  I 
have  remarked  and  added  that  she  took  no  notes  and  trusted  to  her 
recollection.  She  told  me  that  she  was  almost  sure  that  the  Dock 
she  had  consulted  was  Savage -s  Genealogical  Dictionary,  but  of  that 
she  was  not  quite  sure.  It  is  evident  that  it  was  either  Savage  cr 
a  similar  compilation  and  not  a  first  hand  authority,  I  have  no 
doubt  that  the  book  was  Savage vs  as  that  is  the  book  upon  which  all 
beginners  come.  Savage  does  not  state,  however,  that  Dea,  Thomas 
came  on  the  "Mary  &  John"  although  it  gives  him  notice.  Miss  Hunt¬ 
ington  states  that  it  told  about  Deacon  Thomas  being  made  a  freeman  or 
his  father  being  made  freeman.  Miss  Huntington  was  net  a  genealogist 
and  was  not  working  on  the  Hanchet  genealogy  at  the  time  and  knew 
nothing  about  it.  Savage  states  that  John  Hanchet  of  Boston  was  made 
freeman.  She  made  no  notes  and  did  not  consider  how  far  the  story 
would  travel  and  felt  no  responsibility  about  it „  She  probably  read 
many  facts  that  day  and  certainly  did  not  remember  them  all  clearly. 

She  undoubtedly  read  that  someone  came  on  the  "Mary  &  John",  She  dipped 
into  Savage,  a  book  she  would  hardly  consult  unless  she  was  absolutely 
uninformed  on’ the  line  she  sought,  and  thinks  she  saw  the  item  there. 
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Weighing  all  the  above  considerations  it  is  tolerably  clear 
that  we  must  drop  the  Mary  &  John  story  as  having  originated  in  a 
blunder o  Dea,  Thomas s  of  course „  came  on  some  ship,  but  the  ship 
lists  are  very  imperfect  and  moreover  contain  many  assumed  names 
as  there  were  many  who  had  to  leave  England  incognito  and  many  were 
detained ,  The  "Mary  &  John"  it  now  appears .  has  no  particular  claim 
to  our  attention  and  is  in  fact  a  rather  improbable  beat  if  we  are  to 
suppose  that  Dea,  Thomas  came  from  the  same  counties  as  the  other 
English  HanchettSo  In  fact,  even  had  Savage  stated  in  fact  that  Dea0 
Thomas  came  on  the  "Mary  &  John",  we  would  not  be  able  to  trust  his 
statement  implicitly,  for  he  was  a  compiler,  or  second  hand  authority, 
who  drew  his  material  from  sources  which  are  also  at  our  command. 
Savage  worked  on  hundreds  of  records  and  gave  each  but  short  attention 
He  cannot  be  considered  a  thoriugh-going  authority, 

^  *\  • 

Unless  some  new  discoveries  or  burried  records  come  to  us,  we 
shall  never  know  upon  which  ship  the  ancestor  of  the  American  Han- 
chetts  came. 

It  is  extremely  regrettable  that  this  error  has  crept  into 
print,  for  it  shows  the  persistence  of  a  gebealogicai  mistake  once 
given  good  headway,  and  the  consequent  necessity  for  carefully  .guard¬ 
ing  all  assertions. 

Another  mistake  that  is  going  the  rounds  is  that  John  is  Deacon 
Thomas :  eldest  son.  We  shall  deal  with  this  under  the  head  of  Thomas 
{2)o  The  History  of  Suffieid  is  responsible  for  this  slip,  Mr, 

Sheldon,  the  historian,  was  of  course,  inexpert  on  Hanchett  genealogy, 
that  was  only  one  of  many  lines  with  which  he  dealt  and  his  treatment- 
of  the  subject  is  very  brief. 

That  the  early  Hanchetts  came  from  Wales  is  another  preposterous 
assertion  and  quite  ridiculous  in  view  of  the  revelations  of  the  an¬ 
cient  origin  of  the  family  in  Cambridge,  England, 

All  stories  about  the  meaning  of  the  name  are  sadly  askew,  for 
it  is  now  clearly  proven  that  the  ancient  form  was  Hanchache,  with 
similarly  sounding  variants  and  if  traceable  to  the  continent  must- 
be  at  a  far  earlier  date  than  any  yet  ascribed, 

2,  THOMAS  (Thomas1) 

Thomas  Hanchet ,  son  of  Deacon  Thomas,  was  born  at  Wethersfield 
about  1647  and  died  at  Westfield,  Mass,.  May  6,  1719,  He  married  at 
Springfield,  Nov,  IS,  1673 «  Elizabeth  Loomis,  She  was  born  at  _____ 
and  died  at  Westfield,  173 They  had  eight  children, 

THIRD  GENERATION 

Children  of  Thomas  and  Elizabeth  (Loomis)  Hanchet 

6®  Elizabeth,  b,  at  Westfield,  Feb,  11,  1677  and  died  there  June  11, 
1707,  As  far  as  learned  was  never  married, 

7»  Thomas,  b,  at  Suffieid,  Mar,  16,  16S1,  See  his  record  further, 

S,  Mary,  b,  at  Suffieid,  Jan,  16,  16S3 ,  Last  notice  of  her  was  in 
1737  at  which  time  she  was  living  and  unmarried, 

9«  Hannah,  b,  at  Westfield,  I6S5,  and  died  young, 

10.  Hannah,  b,  at  Westfield,  Jan,  25,  16S6-7-.  Died  Aug,  21,  1737,  unm. 
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11  o  Sarah,  b«  at'  West  field  3  Nov,  22,  1639,  Died  Oct.  ls  1719, 

12,  Samuel,  b0  at  West-field,  Apr,  l4?  1692,  See  his  record  further,, 

13o  Deliverances  b,  at  Westfield.,  Jan,  9S  1695?  and  died  July  30.  1766 

Daughters  of  Thomas  Hanchet  (2) 

On  a  trip  to  Westfield  in  190 4?  the  writer  examined  the  vital 
records  of  the  town  and  learned  some  matters  in  addition  to  previous 
information  which  was  had  by  way  of  the  Loomis  Genealogy,  Thus  when 
a  death  notice  of  a  Hanchet  daughter  was  given  with  the  maiden  name, 
it  is  to  be  assumed  that  she  died  unmarried.  Thus  s 

6,  Elizabeth  died  unmarried. 

There  was  no  notice  of  Mary,  who  was  born  at  Suf field, 

10,  Hannah  Hanchet  died  Aug,  21,  1737»  Unmarried  if  she  kept 
the  Hanchet  name  as  it  appears, 

11,  Sarah  died  unmarried, 

13«  Deliverance  died  unmarried. 

Note  the  dates  of  births  and  deaths  have  been  checked  as  agree¬ 
ing  with  the  Loomis  Genealogy  data  of  the  same  events. 

Of  the  daughter  Mary  (8),  we  hear  again  in  the  probate  of  the 
estate  of  her  brother  Thomas,  for  in  the  account  there  presented  the 
estate  is  charged  with  4  pounds  13  sh  3  d  portion  and  2  pounds  debt, 
both  items  to  Mary  Hanchet,  Also  Hannah  Hanchet  is  allowed  5  pounds 
5  sh  portion  in  the  same  way,  Thomas  (7)  in  accepting  his  father's 
provision  for  him  in  the  will  proved  in  1719  became  obligated  to  pay 
his  sisters  15  pounds  each  and  these  items  show  that  he  had  net  yet- 
paid  them  in  full.  Thus  we  know  that  at  this  time  Mary  Hanchet  was 
alone  and  unmarried,  which  is  our  latest  notice  of  her.  She  was  then 
57  years  old,  Hannah  had  just  died  a  few  months  before  this  account, 

Thomas  Hanchet,  son  of  Dea,  Thomas  and  Deliverance  (Langton) 
Hanchet s  we  suppose  to  be  the  oldest  son  of  Dea,  Thomas,  although  it 
has  been  stated  otherwise  and  the  latter  view  has  become  current. 

The  origin  of  the  contrary  view  is  undoubtedly  due  to  a  state¬ 
ment  to  that  effect  in  the  History  of  the  Town  of  Suf field,  by  Sheldon 
about  l£&0,  David  Hanchett  in  his  manuscript  history  of  the  Hanchetts 
repeats  the  statement.  We  shall  consider  first  our  own  grounds  for  a 
different  view  and  second  the  reasons  which  led  Mr,  Sheldon  he  state 
the  matter  as  he  did. 

There  are  several  reasons  inclining  to  the  belief  that  Thomas 
Jr,  was  the  oldest  son5  and  it  is  a  little  difficult  to  say  which 
should  be  mentioned  first  as  having  the  greater  force.  There  is 
first  no  record  of  the  birth  of  Thomas s  but  there  is  a  record  of 
John?s  birth  which  was  at  Wethersf ields  Sept,  1,  1649, 

1st,  Thomas  Jr,  is  mentioned  first  in  his  father "s  will.  Twice 
he  names  them  together 5  and  each  time  it  is  "my  two  sons,  Thomas  and 
John,"  This  should  be  enough  to  settle  the  matter  alone5  for  it  is  a 
universal  custom  to  name  children  in  the  order  cf  their  birth  in 
testamentary  instruments 3  and  perhaps  this  custom  was  felt  with  great- 
er  force  in  those  days  than  now,  for  the  position  of  the  eldest  son 
was  much  more  consequential;,  then  in  England 3  than,,  new  and  in  America 
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The  historian  Sheldon ,  it  is  not  likely.,  ever  saw  this  will*  for  it 
was  recorded  at  Northampton  and  not  at  Suffield, 

2nd,  Thomas  Jr,  takes  the  father 9 s  name  which  is  customary  in 
the  case  of  the  eldest  son.  The  Hanchett  family  at  this  time  recogniz¬ 
ed  this  custom,  for  the  name  Thomas  was  given  to  the  eldest  son  for 
five  generations  after  Deacon  Thomas,  and  in  John-s  family,  the  name 
John  was  retained  for  three  successive  generations  of  eldest  sons,  the 
last  dying  without  issue, 

3rd,  When  the  two  brothers,  Thomas  and  John,  approached  manhood, 
we  should  expect  to  hear  their  acts  recorded,  and  the  first  tc  reach 
man9s  estate  would  be  the  one  most  likely  mentioned  first.  When  first 
mentionis  made,  however,  it  is  of  Thomas  and  not  of  John,  although 
we  should  expect  them  to  be  both  mentioned  if  both  were  of  age.  or 
old  enough  to  be  considered.  On  the  4th  of  the  1,1th  month  (Pebuary) 

1663  a  petition  was  circulated  generally  over  the  western  part-  of  the 
Colony  against  certain  burdensome  imposts,  (If  we  reckon  back  by  the 
present  calendar  it  would  be  Feb,  4,  1669)  Among  the  subscribers  at 
Northampton  we  find  Thomas  Hantehat,  Sr,  and  Thomas  Han t chat ,  Jr-,  The 
son  John  did  not  join  in  the  petition.  He  was  nearly  twenty  years  old 
at  the  time  and  his  minority  would  appear  to  be  the  only  reason  why 
he  did  not  sign  a  petition  so  general  and  in  which  his  father  and 
brother  were  interested.  But  if  minority  was  a  bar  for  John,,  it  would, 
be  with  greater  strength  a  bar  for  Thomas  if  he  was  Johns  junior.  On 
the  theory  that  he  was  the  senior,  he  would  certainly  be  of  age  and 
competent, 

4th,  Thomas  became  a  land  owner  before  John,  This  was  at  Westfield 

"June  153  16?'0,  there  was  granted  to  Thomas  Hanchet,  Jr,,  ten  acres  of 

land  next  above  his  father 1 s  land  by  the  half  myle  falls,  August  29- 

1670  there  was  granted  a  home  lot  of  four  acres  to  Thomas  Hanchet,  Jr," 

V/estfield  records,  John  was  not  of  age  at  this  time  although  nearly  so. 
If  Thomas  was  the  junior,  it  is  certainly  surprising  to  find  him  thus 
engaged.  Two  years  later  John  got  his  allotments  which  is  in  accordance 
with  the  supposition  that  he  was  the  younger  brother, 

5th,  Thomas  Jr,  got  married  before  John,  He  married  Elizabeth 
Loomis  at  Springfield,  Nov,  13,,  1673  o  (See  Suffield  Recu)  John  Hanchet 
married  Hester  Pritchet  or  Pricket  Sept,  6,  1677,  (See  Westfield  and 
Suffield  records)  Of  course,  even  if  Thomas  Jr,  had  been  the  younger 
son,  he  would  have  still  been  of  marrying  age  at  this  time,  but  rather 
young.  The  probable  marrying  age  for  his  time  was  from  25  to  30,  This 
would  not  be  in  itself  a  striking  argument  but  it  has  considerable 
cumulative  force. 

Considering  now  the  reasons  which  led  Mr,  Sheldon  to  make  the 
contrary  statement.  We  must  bear  in  mind  that  he  was  not  making 
an  investigation  of  Hanchett  Gehealogy,  He  was  writing  a  history  of 
the  tovpi  and  he  gave  the  original  proprietors  each  a  notice 9  The 
material  right  at  hand  was  all  he  needed.  He  went  out  of  his  way 
to  get  no  facts.  He  did  not  know  that  John  was  the  oldest  for  there 
was  no  record  of  that  fact,  I  think  the  idea  stole  into  his  mind 
unawares  and  established  there  a  prejudice.  He  looked  at  matters 
with  Suffield  eyes.  Deacon  Thomas  came  to  Suffield,  his  two  sens 
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came  with  himQ  Thomas  went  tc  Westfield  and  removed  from  the  field 0 
John  stayed  there  and  represented  the  family  after  the  death  of 
Deacon  Thomas .  He  inherited  half  the  partimony  and  bought  up  the 
other  half  from  his  brother.  He  lived  at  the  homestead,,  He  was 
deacon,,  selectman,,  and  a  worthy  successor  to  his  father „  Thomas  at 
West-field,  was  out  of  the  consideration  and  was  besides  far  less 
prominent .  John?s  descendants  outnumber  Thomas*  ten  to  one  and  at 
Suf field  they  were  all  JohnJs.  Not  only  did  he  assume  the  paternal 
acres  at  Suffield  and  his  father's  social  prominence,  but  is  almost 
equally  the  ancestor  of  the  American  Family,,  What  is  more  natural 
than  that  the  historial  of  Suffield.  not  seeing  but  a  small  portion 
of  the  facts,  and  having  these  things  we  have  mentioned  subtly 
-  influencing  his  view  cf  the  case,  should  have  set  down  a  mistaken  view 
under  the  full  impression  that  he  was  stating  an  uncontestes  fact* 

Thomas  Jr„  and  Elizabeth  Loomis,  were  with  the  other  Hanchets 
at  Westfield  during  the  dangerous  King  Philipps  war,  while  the  plucky 
inhabitants  refused  the  prefer  of  Springfield  to  them  in  in  their 
exposed  condition.  After  these  stormy  days  they  turned  their  eyes  to¬ 
wards  Suffield  whose  founding  had  been  delayed  by  these  events  and 
then  Dea.  Thomas  determined  to  enter  into  a  new  venture,  bis  two  sons 
were  with  him.  This  was  in  1679  and  Thomas  Jr.  took  forty  acres  on 
High  Street  just  across  the  way  from  his  father  and  breiner.  and  was 
equally  with  them  a  founder  cf  the  town.  He  also  lived  there  for  a 
short  time  and  his  second  child  Thomas  and  his  third  :hild  Mary  were 
born  there.  Shortly  after  that:  about  1663-4  he  returned  to  Westfield 
where  he  remained  the  rest  of  his  life. 

In  1712  he  received  another  grant  of  land  in  Suffield.  (  Suf. 
records  }  In  1716,  he  sold  11  acres  of  Suffield  land  to  John  Old  of 
that  town.  Shortly  before  his  death  and  in  probable  ant.  ipatior 
thereof,  he  sold  to  his  brother  John  all  land  he  then  held  in  Suf¬ 
field,  for  50  pounds.  This  included  besides  lands  in  his  own  right 
but  lands  inherited  of  his  father.  Deacon  Thomas. 

He  died  May  6,  1719 ,  at  Westfield,  outliving  his  mother  but 
one  year. 

Thomas  Jr.  is  the  ancestor  of  most  of  the  Hanchetts  who  have- 
lived  in  Westfield  and  for  many  years  they  continued  in  the  town  as 
did  the  descendants  of  John  in  Suffield.  They  were  by  no  means  sc 
numerous  or  so  widely  scattered  as  Dea.  John?s  descendants  and  are 
net  frequently  encountered  outside  of  New  England,  and  especially 
Massachusetts.  Several  are  still  living  at  Westfield  today  (1909) 
while  there  is  but  one  descendant  of  Deacon  John  of  the  Hanchett 
name  in  Suffield. 

The  Indian  name  of  Westfield  was  Warronoco.  It  received  quite 
a  different  development  from  Suffield  and  is  commercially  far  more 
important,  being  a  large  manufacturing  town,  while  Suffield  is  still 
agricultural. 
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The  will  of  Thomas  Hanchet  (2)  is  on  file  at  Northampton,  Mass, 
and  reads  as  follows: 

In  the  name  of  God  Amen,  the  sixth  day  of  April  in  the  year  of 
our  Lord  1717,  I,  Thomas  Hanchet,  Sen.,  of  Westfield,  in  the  County 
of  Hampshire  and  province  of  Massachusetts  Bay  in  New  England,  be¬ 
ing  aged  and  much  impaired  in  bodily  strength  but  of  perfect  mind 
and  memory,  thanks  be  given  to  God  therefore,  calling  to  mind  the 
mortality  of  my  body  and  knowing  that  it  is  appointed  for  all  men  once 
to  die,  do  make  and  ordain  this  my  last  will  and  testament,  that  is 
to  say,  Principally  and  first  of  all  I  give  and  recommend  my  soul 
*  into  the  hands  of  God  that  gave  it  and  for  my  body  I  recommend  it 
for  the  earth  to  be  buried  in  a  Christian  like  and  decent  manner  at 
the  discretion  of  my  executors,  nothing  doubting  but  that  at  the 
general  resurrection  I  shall  receive  the  same  again  by  the  mighty 
power  of  God  and  as  touching  such  real  estate  as  it  hath  pleased 
God  to  bless  me  in  this  life  I  give  and  devise  and  dispose  of  the 
same  in  the  following  manner  and  form. 

IMPRIMIS  I  give  and  bequeath  to  ELIZABETH,  my  dearly  beloved 
wife,  the  use  and  improvement  of  one  third  of  all  my  real  estate 
during  life  and  one  third  of  my  personal  or  movable  estate  to  dis¬ 
pose  of  forever,  in  case  that  she  dyeth  or  do  leave  me,  I  give  to 
my  well  beloved  son  Thomas  Hanchet,  whom  I  make  and  ordain  my  executor 
of  this  my  last  will  one  half  of  the  lands  belonging  to  me  at  my  own 
and  my  wife’s  decease  then  to  be  put  in  possession  of,  except  my 
homestead. 

I  give  to  my  well  beloved  son  Samuel  Hanchet  the  other  half  of 
my  lands,  that  is  to  say,  half  of  all  the  lands  which  shall  or 
doeth  belong  to  me  or  that  I  shall  be  possessed  of  at  my  own  and 
wife’s  decease  and  the  housing  and  homestead  in  Westfield  where  I 
now  stay,  my  son  Samuel  to  pay  to  my  son  Thomas  10  pounds  in  money 

to  be  put  in  possession  of  it  at  our  decease. 

Item,  I  give  to  my  daughters  15  pounds  apiece,  but  in  case  my 

movable  estate  doth  not  amount  to  15  pound  each  of  my  four  daughters, 

viz.  Mary  Hanchet,  Sarah  Hanchet,  Hannah  Hanchet,  and  Deliverance, 
Hanchett,  I  do  order  my  two  sons  to  make  up  their  portions  15  pounds 
apiece.  My  daughter  Hannah  Hanchet  being  neglected  in  naming  my 
daughters  I  have  interlined  her  name  to  and  several  lines  more  inter¬ 
lined  in  this  instrument  before  it  was  signed  and  sealed  and  I  do 
hereby  utterly  disallow,  revoke,  and  disannul  all  and  every  other 
former  testament,  wills,  legacies,  bequests  and  executions  by  me 
in  any  ways  before  this  time  willed  or  bequeathed,  ratifying  and  con¬ 
firming  this  and  no  other  to  be  my  last  will  and  testament.  In 
witness  thereof  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and  seal  the  day  and 
year  written  above. 

THOMAS  HANCHET  SEN 

Signed  sealed  and  publicly  pronounced  and  declared 

by  the  said  Thomas  Hanchet  Senr  as  his  last  will  and  testament  in  the 

presence  of  us  subscribers,  viz 

Joseph  Mads ley 

Nehemiah  Loomis 

John  Roott. 

•This  will  was  allowed  August  26th,  1719. 
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INVENTC'RY  was  taken  June  29th,  1719,  filed  with  will  Aug.  26,  1719. 
Personal  estate,  35  pounds  4  sh  8  d 

Real  Estate  220  10  sh  house  and  homestead  being  40  pounds 

Total  255  pounds  1  sh  2  d 

Regarding  Elizabeth  Loomis, 

the  wife  of  Thomas,  (2].  The  Loomis  Family  were  prominent  in  West- 
field.  The  father  of  Elizabeth  was  Lieut.  Samuel  Loomis,  who  married 
Elizabeth  Judd,  Dec.  27,  1653*  She  was  the  daughter  of  Deacon  Thomas 
Judd*  The  father  of  Lieut.  Samuel  Loomis  is  Joseph  Loomis,  and  his 
grandfather  was  John  Loomis  of  Braintree,  Essex  in  England  who  died 
in  1619.  Eli  zabeth  Loomis  Hanchet  survived  her  husband  and  also  her 
own  son  Thomas.  We  have  not  the  notice  of  her  death,  but  she  is 
mentioned  in  the  administration  papers  of  her  son  Thomas  who  died 
in  the  early  part  of  1737  or  1738  by  present  reckoning.  We  find  on 
one  of  the  papers  this  memo.  TT0bs .  that  the  old  widow  Elisa,  mother 
of  the  deceased  is  to  have  dower  out  of  that  which  was  the  old  man's." 
This  is  followed  in  a  different  hand  and  ink  by  "Old  widow  since  dead. 
Plain  lot  Fort  Meddow  1  3/4  acres  in  the  Neck  lot  out  of  which  the 
ancient  widow  is  to  have  her  dower.  Her  name  is  Elisa  as  above  said." 
These  memoranda  are  not  dated,  but  show  that  Elizabeth  (Loomis) 

Hanchett  died  some  time  in  17.38. 

Thomas  (2)  held  lands  in  Westfield,  in  1679,  copied  as  follows 
the  town  records. 

"Lands  of  Thomas  Hanchett,  Jr." 

1*  Six  acres  of  a  homelot  being  in  length  40  rods,  in  breadth  16 
rods  and  abutting  on  the  land  of  Samuel  Root,  southest;  on  land  of 
Jedidiah  Dewey,  northeast;  the  commonway  lying  southwest,  and  on 
Jedidiah  Dewey  Northwest. 

2*  Five  acres  in  the  new  found  land. 

3*  Another  parcel  lying  on  the  soathside  of  the  Pochassick  River 
near  the  mountain,  80  rods  by  10. 

4*  Parcel  of  swamp  land. 

5.  Five  acres 

6.  Ten  acres. 

7*  Parcel  of  bog  land  which  he  bought  of  Walter  Lee. 

8.  Six  acres  got  by  exchange  from  Nathaniel  Wesox. 

At  Springfield  we  find  the  following  deed  of  Thomas  (2)  dated 
only  a  month  before  his  death,  as  follows: 

Thomas  Hanchett  of  Westfield,  husbandman,  in  consideration  of 
damage  that  John  Trumble,  the  first  of  Suf field  has  sustained  in 
respect  to  the  four  acres  of  Meadow  which  I  sometime  agone  sold  to 
John  Gunn  of  Westfield,  and  alienated  by  said  Gunn  to  said  Trumble, 
which  land  was  formerly  admitted  to  belong  to  Suffield  but  is  now 
given  to  Simsbury.  After  destroying  the  papers  from  which  damage 
might  accrue  to  me,  I  have  sold  17  acres  of  my  forty  acre  grant  in 
Suffield.  Also  surrendering  and  relinquishing  to  said  John  Trumble 
all  my  right  and  property  in  the  common  and  undivided  land  within  the 
township  of  Suffield  that  doeth  or  may  accrue  to  me  by  virtue  of  my 
one  half  of  the  sixty  acre  grant  or  allotment  that  was  my  honored 
Father's  in  said  Suffield.  Also  other  land,  etc.  There  follows  a 
clause  for  release  of  dower  by  Elizabeth  wife  but  she  does  not  sign. 
Dated  April  7th,  1719,  in  the  presence  of  John  Root  and'  John  Gunn 
and  Elizabeth  Sackett.  Signed  by  Thomas  Handchett.  Ack  same  day 
recorded  Dec.  29,  1744. 
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3.  DEACON  JOHN  HANCHETT.  (Thomas1) 

was  born  at  Wethersfield,  Connecticut,  Sept.  1,  1649  and  died  at 
Suffield  Oct.  23,  1744.  Being  at  that  time  95  years  of  age.  He  was 
married  four  times,  but  his  children  were  all  by  his  first  wife. 

He  married  first,  Ester  Pritchet,  she  was  born  at  - -  and  died 

at  Suffield,  November  29,  1711.  Married  Sept.  6,  1677. 

He  married  second,  at  Suffield,  -----  widow  Mary  (Skinner)  Har¬ 
man,  widow  of  Nathaniel  Harman.  She  was  born  at  -  and  died  at 

Suffield,  Sept.  7,  1730. 

He  married  third  at  Suffield,  May  27,  1731,  widow  Sarah  Taylor, 

widow  of  -  Taylor.  She  was  born  at  — -  and  died  at  Suffield, 

January  6th,  1732-3. 

He  married  fourth  at  Suffield,  July  3 ,  1733 ,  widow  Sarah  South- 

well,  widow  of  - - Southwell.  Sne  was  born  at - and  survived 

her  husband.  She  died  at  — - - - - . 

THIRD  GENERATION 


There  were  nine  children  of  John  and  Ester  Hanchett,  as  follows: 
14.  Ester,  b.  at  Westfield,  Aug.  1,  167$.  She  married  at  Suffield, 

May  16th,  1700,  Samuel  Granger,  Sr.  He  was  born  at  • - -  Aug.  2nd, 

166$,  and  died  at  Suffield,  May  21,  1721.  She  died  at  Suffield, 

June  29th,  1715.  They  had  seven  children. 

15. .JOHN,  b.  at  Westfield,  November  16th ,  1679.  See  his  line  further. 

16.  Samuel,  b.  at  Suffield,  April  7th,  16$2  and  died  Sept.  11  same 
year. 

17.  Bathsheba,  b.  at  Suffield,  May  19th,  16$5.  She  married  at 

Suffield  Sept.  $th ,  1715,  Joseph  Fuller.  He  was  born  at - -  and 

died  at  Suffield,  Mar.  17th,  1743-4.  She  survived  husband  but  date 
of  her  death  is  net  given.  They  had  seven  children. 

1$.  Mehitabel,  born  at  Suffield,  January  22nd,  16$6.  She  married 
Samuel  Sikes,  November  24th,  1709,  at  Suffield  and  had  six  children. 
She  died  at  Suffield  Feb.  12,  1639-40. 

19.  Ebenezer,  born  at  Suffield,  January  13 ,  16$$  and  died  young. 

20.  Hannah,  b*  Dec.  7th,  l6$3  at  Suffield.  Married  at  Suffield, 

April  17th,  1706,  Abraham  Granger.  She  died  at  Suffield,  January 
l$th,  1707-$.  Her  husband  survived  her  and  married  second  Hannah - / 

21.  Deliverance  Hannah,  b.  at  Suffield  Aug.  10th,  1693,  and  died  there 
June  27th,  1715. 

22.  Ebenezer.  Born  at  Suffield,  Nov.  22,  1711,  and  undoubtedly 
died  soon  after  his  birth,  the  mother  evidently  dying  in  childbirth 
on  Nov.  29th  of  that  month. 


The  records  of  the  town  of  Wethersfield.  Conn,  show  the  birth 

* 

of  Deacon  John  Hanchett  as  follows:  "John  Hanset,  son  of  the  Hanset 
by  Deliverance,  his  wife,  was  born  Sept.  1,  1649. TT  We  are  very  for¬ 
tunate  in  having  this  record  preserved  to  us  from  among  so  many  that 
have  been  lost.  We  do  not  hear  of  John  and  but  very  little  of  his 
father Ts  family  until  the  founding  of  the  Church  at  Northampton  in 
1661  in  which  his  father  took  a  leading  part.  On  the  day  of  organi¬ 
zation  of  this  church  (June  l$th)  three  of  the  Hanchet  children  were 
admitted  but  are  not  otherwise  named  on  the  records.  John  (3 )  how¬ 
ever  must  have  been  one  of  these  and  was  at  that  time  nearly  twelve 
years  old. 
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He  is  not  again  heard  from  until  1672-3  when  he  appears  on  a 
list  of  contributors  to  the  support  of  Harvard  College ,  from  North¬ 
ampton.  His  contribution  was  "toe  lb.  flax  2  sh."  John,  however,  was 
probably  net  at  that  time  properly  describable  as  of  Northampton  bur- 
must  have  accompanied  his  father  to  Westfield  in  1669 . 


In  16?2  John  appears  as  a  land  holder  at  Westfield,  his  lands 
being  listed  cn  the  town  books  thus,  "Land  of  John  Hanchet,  I»  Six 
acres  homelc-t.  2»  10  acres.  3®  5  acres. 

John  remained  at  Westfield  throughout  the  dangerous  King  Philip’s 
war  in  which  the  whole  town  stood  in  imminent  danger  of  extermination. 


In  1679  with  his  father  and  brother  he  took  part  in  the  founding 
of  Suffieid,  Conn.,  a  proceeding  which  the  Indian  War  had  delayed. 

John  received  forty  acres  on  High  St.,  near  his  father.  He  did  not 
however  remove  there  at  once.  He  married  Sept.  6,  1677  Ester  Prirk^t 
(Suf field  Records)  but-  otherwise  spelled  Pritchet  or  Pritchett- „  They 
had  their  first  two  children  in  Westfield,  as  appears  cn  the  records. 


"John  Hanchet  married  Hester 


»  u  cb  vr 


-  Sept, 


b, 


1677.  Children-  He. 


born  August  ls  16? 3,  John,  born  Nov.  16,  1679 »” 

January  23 s  l67&s  in  a  list  of  the  inhabitants  of  Westfield  who 
took  the  oath  of  allegiance  to  his  Majesty,  we  find  the  name  of  Jor.n 
Hanchet,  along  with  that  of  his  father  and  brother.  Sept.  2£t  b ,  i63C, 
with  six  or  seven  others  of  Westfield  to  took  the  freeman ■  s  cath. 


Undoubtedly  very  seen  after  this  he  removed  permanently  to 
Suffieid.  In  Sheldon’s  History  cf  Suf field,  the  name  of  Deacon  John 
appears  very  often  in  connection  with  public  affairs,  civil  and 
church,  much  more  so  than  that  cf  any  other  Hanchet.  Besides  being 
an  original  grantee,  he  was  deacon  in  the  church  for  many  years,  ir 
those  days  a  most  consequential  position.  In  1725-7  (March  7)  he  wus 
first  named  of  the  selectmen  chosen  for  the  year. 


Hester  Pritchet  Hanchet  died  Nov.  29,  1711,  a  few  days  after 
the  birth  of  her  child  Eoeneser  who  died  probably  at  birth.  The 
historian  Sheldon,  states  that-  she  was  of  Suffie'ld  at  the  time  cf 
her  marriage,  but  gives  no  authority  for  the  statement.  Her  parentage 
is  not  known  and  perhaps  will  be  difficult  tc  obtain,  as  we  have  been 
unable  to  find  record  cf  father  or  brothers.  Deacon  John  was  62  years 
old  at  this  time,  but  could  hardly  been  other  than  in  vigorous  health, 
for  his  course  was  then  but-  two-thirds  run.  He  married  three  times 
after  that.  The  marriage  to  the  widow  Mary  (Skinner)  Harmon  was 
probably  not  long  delayed.  She  died  in  1730,  He  had  no  children  by 
this  marriage  or  by  his  subsequent  marriages,  which  were  successively 
to  the  widow  Taylor  in  1731  and  the  widow  Southwell  in  1733®  The 
latter  lived  with  him  eleven  years  to  his  death. 


When  Deacon  Thomas  died  in  16&6,  he  divided  his  lands  between 
his  sons  Thomas,  Jr.  and  John,  but  directed  that  the  house  at  Suffieid 
should  be  the  son  John’s  wholly,  doubtless  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
John  had  elected  Suffieid  as  his  home  and  Thomas,  Westfield.  Deacon 
John  continued  at  the  homestead  in  Suffieid,  and  fell  heir  to  his 
father’s  social  and  political  prominence,  as  well  as  the  half  of  his 
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real  estate  there*  He  subsequently  became  owner  of  the  other  half 
of  the  paternal  acres  by  virtue  of  a  deed  of  his  brother  Thomas  just 
before  the  latter1 s  death  in  1719. 

At  the  home  in  Suf field,  Dea,  John  received  his  mother  after  her 
loss  of  her  second  husband,  Dea.  Burt,  and  in  an  old  account  book 
begun  in  1705  and  used  for  successive  generations  in  the  Hanchet 
family,  he  recounts  items  of  her  support.  This  valuable  archive  of 
the  family  was  in  1904  in  the  possession  of  David  Hanchett  of  LaPorte, 
Iowa,  having  come  down  to  him  as  a  family  heirloom. 

April  2,  1713,  he  received  a  second  grant  from  the  town  of 
Suffield,  of  eight  acres. 

Dea.  John  made  his  will  shortly  after  his  marriage  to  his 
last  wife,  the  widow  Southwell,  doing  so  evidently  in  pursuance 
of  an  agreement  with  his  son  John  for  his  comfortable  support  in 
his  advanced  age.  He  lived,  however,  for  eleven  years  more,  dying 
at  last  at  the  advanced  age  of  95  and  having  the  distinction  of  be¬ 
ing  the  last  survivors  of  the  original  grantees  of  the  town. 

Will  of  Deacon  John  Hanchett. 

The  will  of  Deacon  John  Hanchett  is  on  record  at  Northampton 
Mass,  in  Volume  6,  Page  242,  as  follows! 

Dated  January  lSth,  1733-4,  John  Hanchet,  Senior  of  the  town 
of  Suffield,  being  aged. 

1st.  To  will  beloved  son  John  Hanchet  and  his  heirs  and  assigns 
forever  all  such  lands,  rights  and  as  I  shall  be  seized  and 
possessed  of  at  my  decease  within  the  township  of  Suffield  and 
elsewhere  and  rights  in  commons  and  after  divisions.  May  said  son 
John,  whom  I  appoint  executor  performing  and  paying  whatever  I  shall 
by  this  last  will  order  and  appoint  him  to  do,  perform  and  pay  as 
followeth: 

My  son  John  to  improve  my  lands  during  my  life  and  to  render 
me  one  half  of  the  income  thereof  and  what  said  income  fall  short  of 
being  a  comfortable  maintenance  for  me  and  my  family  with  my  own 
labor,  my  said  son  John  to  make  up  to  me  sufficient  for  a  comfort¬ 
able  maintenance.  Also  to  find  my  firewood  yearly  during  my  life. 

I  bequeath  also  the  buildings  to  said  son  which  are  or  shall  be  upon 
my  said  lands  at  my  decease,  saving  that  preserved  for  my  well  be¬ 
loved  wife  the  use  of  one  fireroom  in  my  now  dwelling  house  during 
her  widowhood  but  not  to  have  the  liberty  of  bring  or  putting  another 
family  therein. 

I  bequeath  to  my  six  grandchildren  the  children  of  my  daughter 
Ester,  deceased  sometime,  the  wife  of  Samuel  Granger,  deceased, 
namely  to  Samuel  Granger,  John  Granger,  Jeremiah  Granger,  Ester  Kent, 
wife  of  Josiah  Kent,  Deliverance  Granger,  to  each  of  them  5. pounds 
apiece.  To  Robert  Granger  5  sh.  To  my  grandson  Benjamin  Granger, 
son  of  my  daughter  Hannah  deceased,  sometime  wife  of  Abraham  Granger, 
40  pounds.  To  daughter  Batshua,  the  wife  of  Joseph  Fuller,  50  pounds. 
To  daughter  Mehitable ,  wife  of  Samuel  Sikes,  50  pounds.  Of  the  above 
legacies  one  half  within  one  year  and  all  within  four  years  out  of 
my  movables  so  far  as  that  will  pay  and  the  remaining  to  be  paid  in 
vendible  species  at  ordinary  and  common  price. 
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|  To  pay  all  debts,, 

“  All  estates  real-  and  personal  and  debts  receivable  to  be  to  said 

executor  his  heirs  and  assigns  upon  their  paying  the  debts  and 
legacies  as  aforesaid <>  (signed)  JOHN  HAN CHET 

In  the  presence  of  Ebenezer  Devotion,  Josiah  King,  Joshua  Mather » 

The  above  will  was  proved  Nov.  13,  1744=  The  witness  testifying  i 

that  they  say  the  testator  DEACON  John  Hanchet  sign  etc. 

Vol.  7  page  257.  INVENTORY  of  the  personality  of  Deacon  John  Hanchet 
late  of  Suffield  deceased  in  old  tenor.  It  was  over  $0  pounds.  In- 
.  ventory  was  made  by  John  Hanchet  executor  March  22,  1744-5  and  pre¬ 
sented  May  20,  1750. 

An  interesting  item  in  the  History  of  Suffield  should  not  be 
is  that  the  town  records  were  once  kept  with  Dea.  John. 

7.  THOMAS  HANCHETT  (Thomas1)  Thomas  2) 

Thomas  Hanchett,  son  of  Thomas  and  Elizabeth  (Loomis)  Han- 
chett  was  born  at  Suffield,  March  16,  1681,  and  died  at  Westfield, 

in  January  or  February,  1737-#.  He  married  at  - —  Elizabeth 

- t  in  about  1712.  Her  birth  and  death  are  not  known  except 

that  she  survived  her  husband. 

FOURTH  GENERATION 

Their  five  children  were  all  born  at  Westfield,  Mass, 
fc  23.  THOMAS,  Born  January  23,  1713.  See  his  line  further. 

24.  Elizabeth,  b.  Oct.  25,  1715,  and  died  at  Westfield,  Aug.  1#, 

1761.  Probably  unmarried 

25.  Abigail,  b.  Feb.  3,  1717.  Death  not  given  but  was  living,  in  173#. 

26.  Sarah,  b.  Oct.  1,  1719,  and  died  Oct.  25,  1725* 

27.  Mercy,  b.  June  lo,  1723. 

Additional  About  the  Daughters  of  Thomas 
24.  Elizabeth.  She  was  living  and  unmarried  and  administered 
her  father fs  estate  in  173#.  From  the  Loomis  Genealogy  we  have  that 
she  died  at  Westfield  August  1#,  1761.  There  is  indeed  the  following 
record  at  Westfield,  "Elizabeth  Hanchet  died  August  1#,  1761."  This 
may  be  placed  as  was  done  by  the  writer  of  the  data  in  the  Loomis 
Genealogy,  but  we  have  also  to  expect  the  d  eath  of  Elizabeth  the 
mother  of  this  Elizabeth.  Elizabeth,  the  daughter,  was  unmarried 
in  173#  and  was  then  but  23.  That  she  married  is  at  least  more 
probable  than  that  the  widow  Hanchet  remarried,  it  would  also  be 
more  probable  that  she  removed  from  the  town  was  the  younger  gener¬ 
ation  is  more  active.  Elizabeth,  the  elder,  if  she  had  been  as  old 
as  her  husband,  would  be  #0  at  this  date,  but  it  was  likely  that 
she  was  five  or  six  years  his  junior  as  he  married  at  about  31  years 
of  age.  If  Elizabeth,  the  younger,  died  at  this  time,  she  would  be 
only  44,  an  unexpectedly  early  demise.  We  are  incluned  to  think 
that  this  is  another  confusion  of  Elizabeth  Hanchets  and  that  we 
have  the  date  of  the  death  of  the  widow  of  Thomas  (7). 

25*  Abigail  was  living  at  her  father Ts  death  and  was  made  a 
ward  of  her  mother  to  enable  the  settlement  of  the  estate  although 
it  was  otherwise  unnecessary  as  she  was  nearly  21  at  the  time.  She  . 
was  then  unmarried. 
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27*  Mercy  was  also  under  her  mother’s  guardianship  in  1738 
when  her  father  died.  It  appears  by  the  Westfield  records  that  she 
married  Samuel  Judd  cf  Northampton;  March  1,  1753 « 

We  know  very  little  of  the  life  of  Thomas  Hanchett  7.  son  of 
Thomas  and  Elizabeth  Loomis,  and  these  we  obtain  from  a  few  deeds 
and  the  probate  of  his  estate. 

His  real  estate  transactions  and  will  sho w  that  he  lived  con- 
tinously  at  Westfield;  Mass,;  until  his  death.  In  Springfield  deeds, 
we  find  one  E-283  as  follows :  Thomas  Hanchett  of  Westfield,  husband¬ 
man  for  six  pounds  sells  to  Isaac  Stiles  of  Westfield,  husbandman. 

.  20  acres  in  Westfield.  Dated  Aug.  13  ,  1724  and  acknowledged  same 
day.  Signed  Thomas  Hanchett  in  the  presents  of'  John  Ashley  and  Daniel 
Noble  and  was  acknowledged  before  Jjohn  Ashley.  Rec.  March  25.  1729 « 

Again  in  Book  G,  page  51?  Thomas  Hanchet  of  Westfield  husband¬ 
man  for  27  pounds  sold  to  Joshua  Loomis  of  Westfield  husbandman,  land 
in  Westfield,  20  acres.  Signed  Thomas  Hanchit.  Witnesses  John  Gunn 
and  Charles  Cocts.  Dated  Aug.  20 3  1733 s  ack.  same  day  and  recorded 
at  Springfield  Sept.  20,  1735. 

Again  in  Book  H,  page  315  ”We,  Thomas  Hanchet  and  Jonathan 
Phelps  of  Westfield  husbadman  for  10  pounds  sold  to  Isreai  Ashley 
of  Westfield,  clericus,  20  acres  in  Westfield.  Dates  Oct.  15 r  1734. 
Ack.  at  Westfield  by  both  the  same  day  and  recorded  one  same  day. 

Thomas  Hanchett  (7)  left  no  will.  He  died  at  the  age  of  56 
and  as  he  left  a  considerable  estate  for  those  days  and  was  net- 
advanced  in  years,  we  may  assume  that  he  was  surprised  by  death  be¬ 
fore  he  had  opportunity  to  dispose  of  his  estate  by  testament.  The 
inventory,  the  first  instrument  in  the  probate  of  the  estate,  is 
dated  Feb.  14  s  1737“^9  which  gives  us  our  best  estimate  of  the  date 
od  his  death  which  could  only  have  been  a  week  or  so  before. 

There  are  three  Elizabeth  Hanchetts  mentioned  in  the  probate 
of  this  estate  and  there  seems  some  danger  of  getting  them  mixed. 

They  were  Elizabeth  the  mother  of  the  deceased,  Elizabeth  his  wife, 
and  Elizabeth,  his  daughter.  The  account  distinguishes  Elizabeth 
the  mother  as  the  Old  Widow,  and  remarks  that  she  had  died  while 
the  proceedings  were  pending,  which  has  given  us  a  good  approxi¬ 
mation  of  the  time  of  her  death.  The  estate  inventoried  at  796 
pounds  7  sh.  and  the  bond  was  offered  by  Elizabeth  as  adminis- 
tratix  in  the  sum  of  200  pounds.  This  Elizabeth  is  described  in 
the  bond  as  a  spinister.  which  would  indicate  that  it  was  the  daughter 
instead  of  the  widow  of  the  deceased  as  we  should  have  supposed.  Why 
she  preferred  over  her  older  brother  Thomas  and  the  widow  is  not 
apparent,  unless  it  was  to  enable  Thomas  to  act  as  surety  on  the  bond, 
John  Ashley  being  the  other,  both  of  Westfield.  Witnesses  to  the  bond 
were  John  Burk  and  Timothy  Dwight. 

The  estate  was  settled  by  an  instrument  of  settlement,  executed 
by  order  of  the  court.  It  reads  as  follows: 
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SETTLEMENT  OF  THE  ESTATE  OF  THOMAS  HANCHET  LATE  OF  WESTFIELD 
County  of  Hampshire  deceased.  The  whole  estate  real  and  personal 
amounts  to  $03  pounds,  7  sh  4  pence,  of  which  53$  pounds  4  sh  is 
real  estate  and  265  pounds  3  sh  4  d  is  personal  estate.  Out  of  the 
personal  estate  must  be  deducted  the  sum  of  43  pounds  14  sh  2  d 
debts  due  from  said  estate,  and  the  administrators  accounts  allowed 
and  the  sum  of  20  pounds  being  an  allowance  made  to  the  widow  of  the 
deceased  out  of  the  necessary  bedding,  utensils  and  implements  of 
household,  which  sums  being  subducted  there  remains  the  sum  of  201 
pounds  9  sh.  2  d  of  which  the  widow  Elisabeth  Hanchet  is  to  have  one 
third  part  forever,  being  67  pounds  $  sh . 

AND  THOMAS  HANCHET,  only  son  of  said  deceased  is  to  have  a 
double  share  of  the  whole  remaining  sum,  all  out  of  the  real  estate, 
which  double  share  is  197  pounds  4  sh  $  d  and  the  remaining  part  of 
the  real  estate  being  l6l  pounds  11  sh  2  d  is  to  be  equally  divided 
to  Elizabeth  Hanchett,  Abigail  Hanchet  and  Mercy  Hanchet,  the  three 
daughters  of  the  deceased,  which  is  53  pounds  17  sh  to  each  of  them, 
and  the  remaining  part  of  the  personal  estate  being  134  pounds  6  sh 
is  likewise  to  be  equally  divided  among  them  the  said  three  daughters, 
which  is  44  pounds  6  sh  to  each  of  them,  which  with  the  aforesaid 
sum  of  53  pounds  17  sh  to  each  of  them  of  the  real  estate  makes  the 
sum  of  9$  pounds  12  sh  4  d  which  is  a  whole  single  share. 

At  a  court  held  Sept  12,  173$?  this  was  ratified  and  confirmed 
as  a  settlement  of  said  estate  and  Messrs.  Ens.  Eldad  Taylor,  Ens* 
David  Mads ley  and  Dea.  John  Shepherd,  Serg.  Joseph  Root  and  John 
Lee,  all  freeholders  in  said  Westfield  were  appointed  to  make  equal 
distribution  of  the  real  estate  of  Thomas  Hanchet  aforesaid,  deceased, 
according  to  the  several  sums,  etc. 

Elizabeth,  the  administratrix,  was  allowed  10  pounds  2  sh  for 
her  accounting  and  the  account  was  moved  for  allowance  by  the  freehold 
just  above  named.  Then  follows  what  seems  to  be  a  memorandum  of  a 
motion  for  a  settlement  of  the  estate  of  Thomas  Hanchet,  and  this  is 
at  once  followed  by  this.  T,Wife  Elisa  Hanchet,  Thomas  Hanchet, 
eldest  son,  Elisa  Hanchet  eldest  daughter,  Abigail  Hanchet,  second 
daughter,  Mercy  Hanchet,  youngest  daughter.  An  allowance  to  ye 
widow.”  Obs.  that  the  old  Widow  Elisa,  mother  of  the  deceased, 
is  to  have  a  dower  out  of  that  which  was  the  old  man’s.  This  is 
followed  in  a  different  hand  and  ink  by  ”01d  Widow  since  dead.  Plain 
lot  Fort  Meddw  lot  1  314  acres  in  the  Neck  lot  out  of  which  the 
ancient  widow  is  to  have  her  dower.  Her  name  is  Elisa  as  above 
said.”  This  is  not  dated. 

In  the  schedule  of  debts  due  from  the  estate  there  is  listed 
a  debt  due  to  Mary  Hanchet  of  4  pounds,  13  sh.  $  d  portion.  To 
Mary  Hanchet  debt  2  pounds.  To  Hannah  Hanchett  5  pounds  5  sh  portion. 
This  is  very  evidently  Mary  and  Hannah,  sisters  of  the  deceased. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  this  Hannah  had  died  Aug.  1737,  very 
shortly  before  her  brother  Thomas  (7)-  The  debt  was,  however,  due 
to  her  heirs. 

Among  other  papers  of  the  estate  is  a  bond  of  Elizabeth  Hanchet 
as  guardian  of  her  children  Abigail  and  Mercy,  minors  above  the  age 
of  14  and  heirs  of  Thomas  Hanchet  late  of  Westfield,  deceased.  The 
widow  signed  by  mark  and  the  sureties  were  Thomas  (son  of  Deceased 
J.T.H.)  and  Samuel  Hanchett  (brother  of  deceased  J.T.H.,)  This  was 
dated  May  9,  173 $•  Abigail  was  very  nearly  of  age  at  this  time, 
her  birthday  being  in  the  following  February,  which  by  the  old  reckon¬ 
ing  was  in  the  same  year  as  May,  173$-  Witnesses  to  the  bond  were _ 
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John  Checks  and  Timothy  Dwight  „ 

Samuel  Hanchett,  the  second  son  of  Thomas  and  Elizabeth 
(Loomis)  Hanchett,  was  born  at  Westfield,  April  14,  1692 0  He  died 
in  the  fall  of  1769  as  his  will  is  dated  August  23d  of  that  year  and 
probated  on  the  following  November,,  (Nov*  7,  1769) *  He  married  at 
Westfield,  February  4,  1713,  his  first  wife  Mary  Fowler,  She  was 
born  at  -  and  died  at  Westfield. 

FOURTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Samuel  and  Mary  (Fowler)  Hanchett 
23,  SAMUEL,  b.  at  Westfield,  April  29,  1724*  See  his  record  further,, 

Samuel  Hanchett  (12)  married_again  at  Westfield,  October  - , 

1733,  Euni  ce  Judd,  who  survived  him.  Their  children  were 

Children  of  Samuel  Hanchett  and  second  wife,  Eunice  (Judd) 

Hanchett : 

29.  Eunice0  b*  at  Westfield,  April  10,  1740*  Died  young, 

30*  MOSES *  bp  at  Westfield,  August  4.  1741 *  See  his  line  further. 

31.  Sarah o  b„  at  Westfield,  October  1,  1742.  She  married  at  --■= — — 
Joel  Strong.  He  was  born  Sept.  1,  1736,  and  married  second  Peggy 
Loomis,  Mar.  27,  1300.  See  Eunice  below. 

Eunice,  born  at  Westfield,  1744*  Is  credited  by  the  Loomis 
Genealogy  with  having  married  Joel  Strong  and  having  four  children 
and  as  having  died  at  Westfield,  January  20,  1799*  This  authority 
is  evidently  incorrect  as  the  wills  of  both  father  and  mother  refer 
to  Sarah  as  Joel  Strong’s  wife.  We  may  take  it  that  there  was  no 
Eunice  except  the  one  that  died  young  (29)  and  that  data  on  Eunice 
may  be  applied  to  Sarah.  Then  we  would  have  the  marriage  about 
1764  and  the  death  of  Sarah  as  at  Westfield,  January  20,  1799* 

Note  that  Strong  married  again  in  1300 „ 

Samuel  Hanchett  (12)  was  born  at  Westfield,  Mass*  April  14, 

1692.^  He  married  first  Mary  Fowler 9  Feb.  4,  1713.  Publication  of 
notice  being  January  10,  1713,  and  the  ceremony  was  by  Justice  of  the 
Peace  Capt.  John  Ashley*  He  married  again  Eunice  Judd,  Publica¬ 
tion  of  notice  Oct*  7,  1733*  He  died  Sept.  20,  1763*  All  in  West- 
field  records* 

At  his  fatherTs  death  in  1719  by  the  terms  of  the  will,  Samuel 
divided  the  real  estate  with  his  older  brother  Thomas,  but  took  the 
homestead  and  housing,  paying  Thomas  10  pounds  in  cash* 

The  index  of  Springfield  deeds  show  that  there  were  nine  deeds 
from  Samuel  Hanchett  between  1733  and  1797*  ®These  should  be  looked 
up  as  some  of  them  certainly  pertain  to  the  Samuel  Hanchett  we  are 
discussing* 

The  will  of  Samuel  12  is  on  record  at  Northampton  of  which  the 
following  is  an  abstract: 
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Dated  August  23,  1769.  Samuel  Hanchett  of  Westfield,  being  ad¬ 
vanced  in  years,  etc.  To  wife  Eunice  Hanchet  l/3  real  and  personal 
estate.  To  Moses,  son,  all  real  and  personal  estate  except  that  is 
hereafter  disposed  of.  To  daughter  Sarah  Strong,  wife  of  Joel 
Strong  10  pounds  besides  what  she  has  already  been  paid.  Wife 
Enice  and  son  Moses  made  executors.  Signed  in  the  presence  of  Eldad 
Taylor,  Thankful  Taylor,  and  Thankful  Taylor,  Jr.  The  will  was 
proved  at  a  court  held  Nov.  7,  1769.  Inventory  on  file  June  21, 

1770. 

By  this  will  it  is  apparent  that  the  son  Moses  gets  the  bulk 
of  the  property,  it  being  intended  that  the  daughter  Sarah  Strong 
should  receive  compensatory  gifts  during  the  life  of  her  father. 

This,  it  seems,  he  neglected  to  do,  as  we  assume  from  the  nature  of 
a  will  made  by  the  widow  Enuice  immediately  after  his  decease,  A 
friend  of  mine  copied  the  latter  instrument  or  rather  made  an  abstract 
of  it,  as  follows: 

I,  Eunice  Hanchet,  lately  of  Westfield,  in  the  County  of  Hamp¬ 
shire,  now  of  Northampton,  widow,  being  aged,  but  of  sound  and  per¬ 
fect  mind  and  memory,  do  this  tenth  day  of  May,  1770,  make  and  publish 
this  my  last  will  and  testament  in  the  following  manner.  I  give  to 
my  only  son  Moses,  of  Westfield,  one  shilling  lawful  money  to  be  paid 
to  him  within  one  month  from  and  after  my  decease  by  my  executrix, 
etc.  And  all  the  residue  of  my  estate,  real  and  personal,  I  give 
etc.  to  my  only  daughter  Sarah,  the  wife  of  Joel  Strong  of  Northampton 
to  have  etc  to  her  and  said  Sarah,  her  heire  and  executors  forever. 
(The  reason  for  making  the  difference  in  the  distribution,  being  that 
my  husband  father  of  Moses  and  Sarah  left  almost  of  his  estate  to 
Moses  and  Jane)  intending  to  alter  the  will  but  dying  before  carry¬ 
ing  out  his  purpose.  Daughter  Sarah  made  sold  executrix.  Witnesses 
Quartus  Pomeroy,  Martin  Ely  and  Joseph  Clarke. 

Her 

Eunice  Hanchet 

Mark 

Jane  is  evidently  miscopied  for  Lois  who  was  at  that  time  the  wife 
of  Moses,  the  will  clearly  showing  that  this  name  is  to  be  the  wife 
of  Moses. 

This  last  will  was  proved  at  Northampton,  January  6,  1795,  which 
shows  that  she  survived  about  25  years  in  spite  of  her  alleged  aged¬ 
ness.  Joel  Strong  and  wife  Sarah  were  made  Joint  executors  of  ’.ill 

of  Eunice  Hanchet  late  of  Westfield  Jan.  6,  1795*  Bond  for  50  pounds, 

no  inventory. 

These  two  will  establish  several  interesting  facts. 

There  is  no  reference  to  children  except  Moses  and  Sarah  and 
that  Moses  is  called  by  his  mother  her  only  son.  The  son  Samuel  (2&) 
who  was  born  April  29,  1724,  and  who,  it  is  desirable  should  be  fully 
accounted  for,  is  not  mentioned  in  either  will.  We  have  supposed  that 
he  died  young,  perhaps  at  childbirth.  If  he  had  been  alive  or  even 
left  living  issue  in  1769  the  father  Samuel  would  certainly  have  men¬ 
tioned  them  in  his  will.  The  omission  of  mention  of  Samuel  in  the 
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stepmother’s  will  would  be  less  significant  if  not  improbable »  It 
certainly  seems  that  Samuel  need  no  longer  be  considered  as  a  possible 
source  of  Hanchet  ancestry. 


29*  Eunice,,  The  Loomis  Genealogy  states  the  birth  of  this  dau¬ 
ghter  agreeing  with  the  Westfield  Records  which  also  add  she  died 
May  5th,  1747,  which  is  more  precise  than  T,died  young”  as  we  have  it 
from  the  Loomis  book. 

31.  Sarah.  Both  of  these  wills  show  very  clearly  that  Joel 
Strong  married  Sarah  Hanchett  and  not  Eunice  Hanchett.  We  can  find 
no  record  of  the  birth  of  Eunice  except  of  the  one  who  died  young 
as  the  Loomis  Book  itself -1  agrees.  Neither  do  we  find  her  death  at 
Westfield  and  it  now  appears  for  the  very  good  reason  that  the  Strongs 
moved  to  Northampton  and  were  there  as  early  as  1670.  Eunice  is  not 
mentioned  in  her  father’s  or  her  mother’s  will,  as  the  wife  of  Joel 
Strong  or  in  any  other  connection.  It  is  clear  that  there  was  then 
no  such  daughter. 

From  the  Strong  Genealogy  we  get  the  following  which,  of  course, 
involves  in  the  same  error  but  contains  nevertheless  additional  facts.' 


Joel  Strong,  son  of  Nathaniel,  Jr.  was  born  Sept.  1,  1736,  and 
married  about  1764  Eunice  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Samuel  Hanchet  of  'West- 
field  and  Eunice  Judd  whom  he  married  Nov.  29,  1738,  and  who  was 
the  daughter  of  Samuel  Judd  of  Northampton,  born  Feb.  1702.  She 
died  January  20,  1799,  aged  56,  and  he  married  March  27,  1800, 
for  a  second  wife,  Peggy  Loomis,  He  was  a  farmer  both  at  Westfield 
and  Northampton.  They  had  four  children. 

We  here  have  it  that  the  wife  of  Joel  Strong  died  Jan.  20,  1799, 
aged  560  Sarah  (31)  became  56  years  of  age  October  1,  1798,  which 
agrees  perfectly  with  this  new  date,  but  does  not  agree  with  the 
statement  in  the  Loomis  Genealogy  that  the  suppositious  Eunice,  wife 
of  Joel  Strong,  was  born  about  1744°  It  is  evident  that  this  last 
indefinite  date  is  a  guess  as  was  also  the  wife’s  name  and  that  the 
error  of  the  Loomis  Genealogy  has  been  copied  into  the  Strong  Gene¬ 
alogy^  Out  of  it  we  get  that  Sarah  (Hanchet)  Strong  died  at  North¬ 
ampton,  January  20,  1799,  aged  56.  We  also  get  an  approximation  of 
the  birth  of  Eunice  Judd  Hanchett  Feb.,  1702,  which  makes  her  death 
in  the  latter  part  of  1794,  if  we  may  suppose  that  the  will  was 
proved  soon  after,  to  be  at  an  extreme  old  age.  We  also  get  an 
exact  statement  of  the  time  of  the  marriage  of  Samuel  and  Eunice, 

Nov*  29,  1738,  in  place  of  the  estimate  of  Oct.  — — ,  1738,  of  the 
Loomis  Book,  which  was  perhaps  the  date  of  the  publication  of 
not  ice  The  fact  of  the  second  marriage  of  Strong  and  the  parentage 

of  Eunice  Judd  are  also  valuable  additions  to  our  record. 

We  may  note  now  as  the  children  of  Sarah  and  Joel  Strong  those 
children  credited  by  the  Loomis  Genealogy  as  children  of  Eunice  and 
Joel*  Child  died  April,  1765.  Nathaniel,  Bap.  Sept.  7,  1766,  died 
young.  Child  bapt.  Feb.,  6,  1766.  Eunice  Bapt.  Mar.  2,  1777, 
and  married  Luther  Alvord,  Nov.  24,  1800,  Northampton,  Mass. 
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In  the  Mass.  Archives  of  the  French  and  Indian  War  we  find  the 
following  notice  of  Samuel  (12) ; 

Samuel  Hanchett  appears  on  a  return  dated  Hampshire  SS  May  29. 
1756,  made  by  Col.  John  Worthington  of  the  men  enlisted  and  impressed 
April  22nd  out  of  the  Hampshire  County  (South)  Regto  for  an  exped¬ 
ition  against  Crown  Point  agreeably  to  the  order  of  his  Excellency 
William  Shirley ,  Esq.  of  April  15,  1756. 

15.  JOHN  HANCHETT  (Thomas1  John2) 

John  Hanchett,  son  of  Dea.  John  and  Ester  (Pritchet)  Hanchett , 
was  born  at  Westfield ,  Mass.  Nov.  16th,  1679,  and  died  at  Suf field, 
October  14,  1761.  He  married  at  Suffield,  Feb.  26,  1706-7,  Lydia 

Haywarde  She  was  born  at  - - about  1633,  and  died  at  Suffield, 

Ct.  in  1777,  aged  ninety-four  years.  They  had  ten  children,  all  born 
at  Suffield,  as  follows: 

FOURTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  John  and  Lydia  (Hayward)  Hanchett. 

32.  Lidia,  b.  Dec.  10,  170?.  Died  July  20,  1711. 

33.  JOHN,  b.  November  1,  1709 .  See  his  line  further. 

34.  Ester,  b.  March  13 »  1711-2.  Married  at  Suffield  May  14,  1733, 
Timothy  Burbank.  They  had  six  children.  The  date  of  her  death  is 
not  known. 

35.  Lidia,  b.  Sept.  14,  1714.  Married  at  Suffield,  Feb.  25,  1733-4, 
Isaac  Remington.  He  died  ab  Suffield,  Dec.  27,  1755  -  They  had 
seven  children.  She  probably  married  second,  John  Roe. 

36.  EBENEZER,  o.  Sept.  1,  1716.  See  his  line  further. 

37«  ZACHEUS,  b.  April  30,  1719.  See  his  line  further. 

33.  EZRA,  b.  May  29,  1721.  See  his  line  further.  His  male  line 
became  extinct. 

39.  JOSEPH,  b.  August  12,  1723,  See  his  record  further.  Probably 

left  no  decendants,  if  he  married  at  all. 

40.  Hannah,  b.  Nov.  22,  1725.  Died  May  13,  172? . 

41 o  Hannah,  b.  Oct.  7S  1723.  Married  at  Suffield,  Nov.  9,  1743, 

John  Stannard.  They  had  eleven  children.  May  have  married  second 
one  Harmon. 

John  Hanchet,  son  of  Deacon  John  and  Ester  (Pritchet)  Hanchet, 
was  born,  lived  and  died  at  Suffield.  From  his  father’s  will  al¬ 
ready  recited  we  learn  that  he  was  made  chief  heir  of  the  estate  and 
took  the  homestead  and  also  that  he  had  an  agreement  with  his  father 
for  the  comfortable  maintenance  of  the  latter  in  his  old  age.  This 
arrangement  continued  apparently  for  about  eleven  years  until  the 
death  of  the  father.  As  John  (15)  was  the  only  son  of  Dea.  John 
who  lived  to  grow  up,  he  is  equally  with  his  father  the  ancestor  of 
all  the  Suffield  Branch  and  to  him  therefore  most  of  the  American 
Family  trace  their  origin.  He  was  born  at  Westfield  where  Deacon 
John  dwelt  in  the  early  years  of  his  life  but  that  same  year  (1679) 
his  father  made  the  removal  to  Suffield. 

The  records  of  deeds  for  Suffield  were  kept  at  Springfield  un¬ 
til  1749  after  which  they  kept  by  the  town  clerk  at  Suffield.  John 
(15)  lived  until  1761  and  so  we  may  expect  to  find  his  land  trans¬ 
actions  recorded  in  both  places.  To  these  I  have  as  yet  only  index 
references  but  these  deeds  should  be  looked  up  as  they  contain 
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matters  of  personal  history.  Particularly  there  is  one  in  1733  from 
John,  Sr.  to  John,  Jr.  which  probably  was  made  in  pursuance  of  the 
agreement  for  support  referred  to  in  the  will  of  that  year.  There 
are  not  many  of  these  deeds,  three  or  four,  and  it  is  of  course  not 
easy  to  tell  from  the  indexes  which  John  are  meant. 

John’s  marriage  to  Lydia  Hayward  at  Suf field,  Feb.  26,  1706-7, 
is  our  first  record  of  him  after  his  birth  notice.  In  1713  the  town 
of  Suf field  made  further  grants  of  land  to  its  residents  and  in  this 
both  Dea.  John  and  his  son  John  were  included  the  latter  receiving 
6  1/2  acres  April  2,  1713®  Here  he  is  called  John  Hanchet,  Jr. 

The  next  reference  singularly  enough  is  found  on  Middlesex  Deeds  at 
Cambridge,  Mass.  Book  17,  page  499,  which  is  a  deed  from  "John 
Hanchet,  yeoman  and  Lydia  Hanchett,  his  wife,  both  of  Suf fie  Id,  in 
County  of  Hampshire  and  Province  of  Massachusetts  Bay  in  New  Eng¬ 
land.  Said  deed  was  dated  Feb.  21,  17--,  Acknowledged  July  14, 

1715,  and  recorded  August  30,  1715®  1  have  not  my  principal  notes 

of  this  deed  at  hand.  It  was  extremely  difficult  to  read,  but  I 
recall  that  I  was  fully  satisfied  that  did  not,  as  I  had  at  first 
hoped,  cast  any  light  on  the  connection  b  etween  Deacon  Thomas  and 
the  Boston  John  Hanchet,  nor  did  it  indicate  that  the  Suf field 
Han chets  had  any  interests  in  the  eastern  part  of  the  state. 

In  this  same  year  (1715)  there  is  a  deed  to  John  Hanchett  Jr. 
from  Johnathan  Remington  recorded  at  Springfield,  In  1730  there  was 
a  deed  to  John  Hanchet,  Jr.  from  Ebeneser  Old.  The  deed  of  1733  from 
his  father  I  have  referred  to,  and  there  was  also  recorded  another 
in  1746,  two  years  after  the  father ‘ s  death.  These  are  yet  to  be 
consulted.  After  the  deeds  were  recorded  in  Suffield  in  1759,  we 
find  also  deeds  to  and  from  John  Hanchet,  but  until  they  are  consul¬ 
ted,  it  is  hard  to  tell  to  which  John  they  apply,  John  (15)  or  his 
son  of  that  name. 

The  wills  of  Suffield  were  kept  at  Northampton  up  to  1749,  the 
date  when  the  dispute  between  Connecticut  and  Massachusetts  as  to 
which  should  include  the  town  of  Suffield,  was  finally  settled  by 
the  incorporation  of  Suffield  as  a  Connecticut  town.  The  wills 
after  that  date  were  recorded  at  Hartford  up  to  1821  and  after  then 
until  the  present  time  in  Suffield  itself.  The  probate  of  the  estate 
of  John  (1*5)  there  should  be  at  Hartford.  The  Hartford  records  were 
consulted  by  me  for  all  Hanchett  notices,  and  while  there  were  fre- 
qnent  mention  of  other  Hanchet  administrations,  guardianships,  and 
accounting  in  and  about  the  year  of  John’s  death  in  1761,  there  was 
no  will  or  administration  of  his  estate.  are  left  to  presume 

therefore  that  these  matters  were  taken  care  of  in  ante-mortem  con¬ 
veyances  . 

Turning  now  to  David  Hanchett’s  Historical  account  of  the  family, 
we  find  confirmation  of  this.  David  Hanchett  writes  of  June  (15): 
"Previous  to  his  death  he  made  arrangements  with  a  son  for  his  own 
and  for  his  wife’s  support.  After  his  death,  the  son  died  before  the 
mother  and  the  son’s  widow  married  a  second  time  and  the  papers  be¬ 
came  missing  for  her  support  and  she  was  turned  out  of  the  house 
and  home.  Her  son  John  then  took  her  to  his  home  and  with  his 
brother  Joseph  supported  her.  In  December,  1764,  and  January,  1765, 
she  had  a  severe  sickness  requiring  two  watchers  each  night  for  three 
weeks  to  care  for  her.  She  bacame  nearly  blind  before  her  death, 
and  was  helpless  and  unable  to  walk  from  a  fall,  though  no  bones 
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were  broken  or  put  out  of  joint.  While  thus  blind  and  helpless, 
she  could  never  be  content  without  her  knitting  work  and  made  ter 
friends  much  trouble  to  prepare  it  and  keep  it  in  order ,  and  when  done 
so  many  stitches  had  been  dropped  the  work  was  nearly  worthless,” 

From  the  above  account  we  cannot  say  which  sen  it  was  that  thus  died 
leaving  a  widow  who  was  unable  to  carry  out.  the  arrangement  for 
Lydia  (Hayward)  Hanchet’s  support.  It  must  have  been  either  Zaeheus 
or  Ezra  who  died  in  1753  and  whose  respective  widows  both  married,, 
the  widow  of  Zaeheus  married  Samuel  Granger  and  the  widow  of  Ezra 
married  Charles  Granger,  The  families  of  John,  Ebenezer  and  Joseph 
are  relieved  from  the  responsibility  for  this’ unaimable  bit  of  family 
history. 

It  is  plain  that  we  cannot  expect  to  find  among  the  deeds  one 
referring  to  this  ante-mortem  settlement  of  John?s  estate,  since 
the  loss  of  it  was  felt  in  the  days  of  Lydia  Hayward, 

After  the  death  of  John  Hanchett  (I5)r  his  son  John  (33)  who 
probably  had  received  the  homestead  by  deed  in  the  father 8 s  lifetime, 
bought  up  the  interests  of  his  brothers  and  sisters.  We  find  ir. 
particular  two  conveyances  both  in  Suf field  Registry,  Deed  dated 
Oct,  3?  1771®  From  heirs  to  the  estate  of  John  Hanchett,  late  cf 
Suffield,  deceased,  quitclaiming  to  John  Hanchett  of  Suf field ,  Hart¬ 
ford  County,  Subscribed  by  Ebenezer  Hanchett,  John  Roe,  Lidea  Rce, 
Joseph  Hanchett,  Bulah  Hanchett,  Seth  Hanchett,  Hannah  Harmon, 

Zaeheus  Hanchett,  Among  the  witnesses  we  finds 

Oliver  Hanchett-,  Rath  ell  Hanchett 
Joseph  Hanchett,  David  Hanchett 
Anne  Bradley,  Joseph  Hanchett 
John  Roe,  Joseph  Hanchett 

Acknowledges  Suffield  Feb,  6,  1772  by  John  Roe,  Lydia  Roe, 
and  Joseph  Hanchett,  Recorded  March  20th,  1733, 

Comment,  Ebenezer  and  Joseph  are  sens  of  the  deceased  and 
brothers  of  the  grantee,  Bulah,  Seth  and  Zaeheus  Hanchett  are 
children  of  a  deceased  brother  Zaeheus,  Lidea  Rce,  I  cake  it  tc 
be  the  sister  of  the  grantee  and  John  Roe  to  be  her  husband.  She 
had  married  Isaac  Remington  but  he  had  died  when  she  was  41  years 
old  and  we  suppose  she  remarried  again.  She  is  the  only  Lydia  who 
could  have  been  an  heir  at  this  time  as  there  was  none  of  that 
name  among  the  children  of  Zaeheus  and  Ezra,  the  deceased  children 
of  John  (15),  In  the  same  was  Hannah  Harmon  must  have  been  another 
sister  and  the  one  who  married  John  Stannard,  Jr,  He  had  apparently 
died  leaving  her  free  to  marry  John  Harmon,  who  does  not  join  with 
her  and  is  probably  dead.  The  sister  Ester  Burbank,  does  not  appear, 
but  this  deficiency  and  other  difficulties  are  made  good  in  the 
conveyance  next  to  be  mentioned. 

In  a  few  years  we  find  John  (33)  perfecting  his  title  as 
follows,  some  of  the  minor  children  of  his  deceased  brothers  and 
also  his  sister  Esther  joining; 
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nWe  the  subscribers  heirs  to  the  estate  of  Mr „  John  Hanchet 
late  of  Suffield  in  the  County  of  Hartford,  deceased  for  divers  good 
considerations  quit  claim  to  John  Hanchet  of  Suffield  all  right,  title, 
interest  or  demand,,  we  have  or  ought  to  have  by  virtue  cf  heirship  to 
the  following  parcels  cf  land  being  part  of  the  real  estate  of  the  said 
John  Hanchet  deceased  lying  near  the  mountain  in  Suffield  called  the 
four-acre  lot  originally  laid  out  on  the  right  of  John  Hanchett „  Also 
2  acres  13  rods  laid  cut  to  John  and  Thomas  Hanchetto  One  piece  con¬ 
taining  4  acres  3/4  and  8  rods  being  the  third  lot  in  the  division 
west  of  the  mountain  in  the  right  of  John  Hanchett,,  Also  one  let  in 
the  division  west  cf  the  mountain  laid  out  to  the  right  of  Thomas 
Hanchett,  deceased  being  ?th  in  the  third  tier  containing  7  acres 
•  and  32  rods,  reference  being  had  to  the  proprietor’s  book  of  records 
for  further  description,,  Dated  Feb„  24,  177$o  Signed  by  Timothy 
Burbank,  Hester  Burbank,  Rhcda  Hanchett,  Abigail  Hanchetto  Elias 
Harmon,  Eunice  Harmon,  Ezra  Hanchett,  John  Landen  and  Mary  Landen- 
Sylvanus  Hanchett,  Daniel  Curtis,  Abiel  Curtis,  Sibel  Hanchett, 

Ebenezer  Sheldon  and  Huldah  Sheldon  Hanchett,  David  again,  Joseph 
three  times,  David  again,  Deborah  Hanchett,  David  and  Deborah  again0 
Acko  June  4S  177$« 

i 

Comment.  Rhcda,  Abigail  and  Ezra  Hanchett  are  the  three  children 
of  thebrother  Ezra  deceased,,  Timothy  and  Hester  Burbank  are  the  sister 
and  brother-in-law  of  the  grantee „  The  other  subscribers  are  the 
children  of  the  brother  Zacheus  who  had  not  already  subscribed  to  the 

conveyance o 

We  have  one  further  note  cf  the  daughter  Hester „  It  appears  that 
in  174S  Ebenezer  Hanchett  was  owner  of  Lamb?s  Forge  at  Salisbury  along 
with  Timothy  Burbank,  Thomas  Austin,  and  Joseph  Hanchetto  Ebenezer  and 
Joseph  were  brothers  and  we  have  every  reeason  to  suspect  that  Timothy 
Burbank  was  the  brother-in-law,  husband  of  the  sister  Hester 0  If  inter¬ 
ested  to  inquire  further,  it  would  be  well  to  consult  the  published 
records  of  Sharon  and  the  records  of  Salisbury, 

Migration  to  Litchfield  County  and  the  Towns  of  Salisbury  &  Sharon 

At  just  about  the  time  of  Deacon  John  Hanchett* s  death  there  was 
a  movement  of  settlers  to  the  western  part  of  the  state  of  Connecticut . 
Up  to  this  time  the  Hanchett  family  had  kept  tightly  to  Suffieldo 
Ebenezer,  son  of  John  (15)  was  the  first  to  go.  He  was  in  Suffield  up 
to  1743  but  in  the  next  year  appears  as  a  resident  of  Cannan,  where 
his  next  child  was  born  and  where  he  purchased  land,  but  the  next  year 
went  to  Salisbury  and  raised  a  numerous  family  and  he  may  be  termed 
the  chief  ancestor  of  the  Salisbury  branch,, 

• 

His  brother  Joseph  followed  him  thither  as  did  Timothy  Burbank 
and  his  wife  Hester,  the  latter  the  sister  of  Ebenezer  and  Joseph,, 

These  were  all  together  in  a  partnership  in  1748  in  the  foundry 
business  at  Salisbury  where  that  business  had  been  established  but 
a  few  years  and  for  which  Salisbury  soon  became  noted,, 

Joseph  left  a  son  Oliver  whom  we  lose  sight  of  in  Vermont „ 

John  and  Ezra  two  of  the  remaining  sons  of  John  (15)  remained 
in  Suffield.  * 
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The  son  Zacheus  did  not  himself  go  there  but  died  at  Suffield 
in  175#  leaving  his  children  in  their  minority.  These  children  or 
some  of  them  followed  their  Uncles  Ebenezer  and  Joseph  to  Litch¬ 
field  County,  Sylvanus  was  early  there  at  Salisbury,  but  soon  re¬ 
moved  to  Sharon  nearby  and  raised  a  large  family,  Joseph ,  his 
brother,  was  also  there  but  married  and  removed  to  Saratogo  Co0  N.Y. 
The  daughters  Aoiel  and  Mary  married  and  were  of  Sharon, 

Thus  the  western  movement  is  traced  among  the  children  and 
grandchildren  of  John  Hanchett  (15) » 

In  the  French  and  Indian  War,  Rolls  Mass  Archives  in  the  State 
House  at  Boston,  we  get  the  following.  The  notice  without  doubt 
refers  to  John  (15)  and  not  to  his  father  Deacon  John  (the  only 
other  alternative).  In  this  connection  we  must  bear  in  mind  that 
John  15  at  the  time  of  this  service  was  a  young  man  of  thirty  and 
that  Dea.  John  was  sixty  years  old.  The  record  is  as  follows; 

John  Hantchet,  Appears  in  an  account  rendered  by  Lieut,  Col, 

Samuel  Partidge  made  up  Feb,  2,  1705-9  showing  allowance  due  the 
snow-shoe  men  belonging  to  the  several  companies  in  West  Hampshire 

according  to  an  account  of  the  General  Court  of  Oct,  20,  170c, 

Said  Hanchet  reported  as  among  those  belonging  to  Capt ,  Joseph  Har¬ 
mon’s  Co.  in  Springfield  and  was  allowed  two  shillings. 

Also  an  undated  roll  John  Hanchit  appears  on  a  list  of  men 

impressed  in  the  Southern  Regt.  in  the  County  of  Hampshire  for  the 

making  up  the  deficiency  of  800  men. 

It  should  be  remembered  that  Suffield  continued  as  a  part  of 
Mass,  and  in  Hampshire  County  until  1749. 

23.  THOMAS  HANCHETT  (Thomas1  Thomas2  Thomas1) 

Thomas  Hanchett,  son  of  Thomas  and  Elizabeth  Hanchett, 

was  born  at  Westfield,  January  2.3,  1713  ,  and  died  at  Westfield  in 
1764.  Married  at  Westfield  for  his  first  wife.  Sept,  20th,  1753? 
Abigail  Stiles,  daughter  of  Isaac  Stiles,  She  was  born  March  26, 
1724,  and  died  at  Westfield,  April  7th,  1754,  aged  thirty.  They 
had  one  child, 

FIFTH  GENERATION 

Child  of  Thomas  and  Abigail  (Stiles)  Hanchett. 

42.  Abigail,  born  February  26,  1754,  ana  died  Sept,  9th,  1756. 

Thomas  married  second  at  Westfield,  October  3,  1754,  Elenor 
Campbell,  who  survived  him.  As  the  child  of  the  first  wife  died 
young,  all  of  Thomas’s  descendants  were  by  Elenor  Campbell  and  are 

as  follows; 

Children  of  Thomas  and  Elenor  (Campbell)  Hanchett. 

43 •  Eunice,  b.  Feb.  17,  1756. 

44.  THOMAS,  b.  April  13,  1755.  See  his  line  further. 

Thomas  Hanchett  (23)  son  of  Thomas  (7)  and  Elizabeth  ( - ), 

From  the  Westfield  records  we  find  that  he  married  first  Abigail 
Stiles,  Sept.  26  (not  20th),  1753,  by  the  Rev.  John  Ballentyne.  The 
publication *of  this  marriage  was  July  29,  1753,  and  describes  them 
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as  both  of  Westfield*  She  died  April  7*  1754°  On  October  3,  1764, 
he  was  married  to  Elenor  Campbell  by  the  Rev*  John  Ballentyne. 
According  to  the  publication,  both  were  of  Westfield,.  Pub*  Sept*  15* 

1754. 

Stiles  History  of  Ancient  Windsor  gives  the  following;  Abigail 
Stiles,  daughter  of  Isaac  Stiles,  born  Inarch  26,  1724,  married  Thomas 
Hanchit  of  Westfield  Sept*  20*  1753  -  She  died  April  7,  1754,  age  30* 
leaving  one  daughter  Abigail*  born  Feb*  26,  1754,  and  who  died  Sept* 

9,  1756* 

This  Isaac  Stiles  is  undoubtedly  the  same  one  of  whom  Thomas  (7) 
bought  land  at  Westfield  in  1724-  See  ante. 

Thomas  Hanchett  (23)  appears  "on  Springfield  Deeds  more  times 
than  any  other  Thomas  Hanchett,  and  appears  to  have  held  a  more 
considerable  estate.  The  first  transaction  does  not  appear  until 
Nov.  9,  1751,  at  which  time  Thomas  Hanchet  of  Westfield  for  1  pound 
and  four  shillings  bought  of  Ephrain  Trumble  land  in  Westfield 
bounded  by  Suffieid. 

Again  in  1757,  Thomas  Hanchett,.  of  Westfield,  Hampshire  County 
husbandman  and  Elenor,  his  wife,  for  34  pounds  paid  by  Martin  Dewey 
of  Westfield  sold  meadow  land  in  Westfield,  nine  acres,  among  other 
bounds  mentioning  land  of  Samuel  Hanchett.  Dated  April  27.  1757, 
signed  in  the  presence  of  Israel  Ashley  and  Jacob  Noble.  Ack.  au 
Westfield,  same  day  rec.  June  29,  1764. 

Also  Thomas  Hanchett  of  Westfield  husbandman  for  19  pounds  paid 
by  John  Shepard  Gentleman,  of  Westfield,  five  acres  in  Westfield, 
April  27,  1757,  ack;  same  day  rec*  July  10,  1759. 

Also  Thomas  Hanchet  of  Westfield  husbandman  for  32  pounds  sold 
to  Simson  Stiles  of  Westfield,  husbandman,  $  acres  in  Westfield. 

April  27,  1757,  ack.  same  day  rec*  Feb*  1,  1774.  Witnessed  by  Israel 
Ashley  and  Jacob  Noble.  Elioner  releases  dower. 

All  the  above  converyances  were  made  on  the  same  day  and  were 
evidently  made  in  pursuance  of  a  plan  made  to  move  to  Blandford,  a 
town  which  had  been  cut  out  of  the  old  township  of  Westfield,  for 
in  our  next  converyances  we  find  him  described  as  of  the  latter 

place. 

Before  mentioning  the  later  conveyances,  I  came  across  another 
dated  the  same  April  27,  1757,  in  which  Thomas  Hanchet  of  Westfield 
husbandman  for  93  pounds  6  sh  and  8  d  sells  to  Azariah  Moseley  of 
Westfield  husbandman  3  and  3/4  acres  in  Westfield*  Witnessed  by 
William  Sackett  and  Daniel  Hubbard  ack*  same  day  and  rec.  October 
31,  1765. 

These  four  contemporaneous  conveyances  brought  to  Thomas  178 
pounds,  a  more  consequential  sum  in  those  days  than  now.  There 
seems  to  have  been  no  connection  between  the  purchasers  and  it  seems 
rather  remarkable  that  all  of  these  conveyances  should  have  been 
transacted  simultaneously. 
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At  Bland ford  we  find  him  as  follows  from  a  deed. 

Thomas  Hanchet,  now  resident  of  Blandford,  a  late  of  Westfield,, 
yeomen  for  13  pounds  paid  by  Israel  Ashley,  Gent,  land  in  Westfield, 
sixty  acres  also  all  my  right  thereafter  to  divisions  in  Westfield, 
dated  June  8,  1758.  Thomas  Hanchet.  In  the  presence  of  Moses 
Ashley  and  Daniel  Marber  ack  same  day  rec.  Aug.  24,  1758.  This  was 
Lot  74  in  2nd  Division  of  lots.  Elenor  does  not  join  although  she 
survived  husband. 

Also  we  find  that  he  purchased  land  in  Westfield  as  per  the 
following:  Samuel  Fowler  of  Westfield  for  145  pounds  paid  by  Thomas 
Hanchet  of  Blandford,  husbandman,  sundry  parcels  in  Westfield,  March 
31,  1760,  ack.  same  day. 

A  few  weeks  before  that  he  had  sold  a  small  lot  in  Westfield 
Thomas  Hanchett  of  Blandford,  husbandman  for  3  sh  paid  by  Samuel 
Fowler  of  'Westfield,  land  in  Westfield,  the  74th  lot  in  the  number 
lying  between  land  of  Samuel  Lee  and  Thomas  Ashley.  March  12,  1760, 
ack.  same  day  rec.  Sept  22,  1761.  This  seems  to  have  something  to 
do  with  the  sale  of  1753  and  perhaps  perfects  title. 


Very  soon  after  this  in  the  next  month  he  sold  his  hold 
in  Blandford  and  describes  himself  as  of  Westfield  once  more 
he  remained  to  his  death  not  long  after. 


ir:gs 
who  re 


Thus  Thomas  Hanchett  of  Westfield,  husbandman,  for  226  pounds 
13  sh  4  d  paid  by  David  Bagg  of  Westfield,  land  in  Blandford,  the^ 
20th  lot  in  the  first  Division  containing  60  acres.  April  15,  1760. 
Thomas  Hanchett,  Elenor  Hanchett.  Ack.  seme  day  and  recorded  Aug. 

25,  1761. 

This  Blandford  land  seems  to  have  been  a  valuable  property  but 
we  have  record  of  how  he  acquired  it. 

At  Westfield  Thomas  seems  next  year  to  have  gone  into  the 
milling  business  with  one  Matthew  Laflen,  but  to  have  sold  out  next 
year  after  that  at  a  considerable  advance.  As  follows: 

Daniel  Granger  of  Westfield,  millwright  for  170  pounds  paid  by 
Thomas  Hanchet  and  Matthew  Laflen  of  Westfield  yeomen,  certain  land 
in  Westfield  with  Sawmill  and  Grist-Mill  standing  thereon  with  all 
the  iron  and  utensils  thereto  belonging  and  the  dwellinghouse  and  all 
the  buildings  standing  there.  April  9,  1761. 


The  sale : 

We,  Thomas  Hanchet  and  Matthew  Laflen,  both  of  Westfield, 
for  380  pounds  paid  by  Elias  and  Stephen  Wilcox  of  Haverton  Ct.  now 
resident  of  Westfield  yeomen,  17  acres  in  Westfield,  July  5,  1762, 
ack.  same  day  rec.  April  20,  1767. 

This  sale  accounts  for  the  note  of  Elias  and  Stephen  Wilcox 
out  of  which  Thomas  orders  in  his  will  50  pounds  to  be  paid  to  his 
wife  Elenor. 
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The  same  day  of  the  sale,  Thomas  also  sold  sundry  parcels  in 
Westfield  to  his  cograntor  in  the  former  deed,  Matthew  Laflen,  for 
107  pounds,  this  was  20  acres.  Dated  July  5,  1762,  ack,  same  day 
rec.  Oct.  30,  1765 °  Laflen  probably  made  over  to  Thomas  a  part  of 
the  purchase  price  of  the  mill  property  then  sold. 


This  is  the  last  conveyance  made  by  Thomas  (23)  . 


He  was  nearing  his  end  although  not  an  old  man.  His  will  was 
made  in  the  next  year  1763  and  he  died  in  1764  probably  only  shortly 
before  the  will  was  allowed  that  date  being  Nov.  3,  1764. 

Will  of  Thomas  (23)  copied  directly  from  the  original  at  North¬ 
ampton,  Box  66  file  49. 

In  the  Name  of  God  Amen,  I,  Thomas  Ranch et  of  Westfield,  in 
the  County  of  Hampshire  and  Province  of  Massachusetts  Bay  in  New 
England  this  20th  day  of  April,  1763  in  the  third  year  of  his  Majesty?q 
reign,  being  weak  in  body  but  of  sound  mind  and  memory  and  calling 
to  mind  the  mortality  of  my  body  do  make  and  ordain  this  my  last 
will  and  testament.  My  soul  I  recommend  to  God  who  gave  it  and  my 
body  to  the  earth  to  be  hurried  in  decent  Christian  burial  and  as 
to  my  worldly  estate  that  God  hath  blessed  me  with  in  this  life  I 
give  demise  and  dispose  of  in  the  manner  and  form  following: 

Imprimis,  I  give  and  bequeath  unto  my  will  beloved  wife  Eleanor 
Hanchet  50  lawful  money  out  of  the  note  that  Elias  and  Stephen  Wilcoks 
owe  to  me  when  payable  as  will  appear  by  the  same. 

It  em.  I  give  and  bequeath  unto  my  well  beloved  wife  Eleanor  the  whole 
improvement  of  rny  real  and  personal  estate  until  my  daughter  Eunice 
Hanchett  arives  at  13,  provided  she  live  so  long  and  then  it  is  my 
will  that  my  wife  have  the  improvement  of  one  third  of  my  whole 
estate  real  and  personal  during  her  natural  life. 

Item.  I  give  and  bequeath  unto  my  well  beloved  son  Thomas  Hanchet 
2/3  of  my  real  and  personal  estate  when  he  shall  arive  at  the  age  of 
IS  years  and  after  my  wifess  decease  then  I  give  and  demise  to  my  son 
Thomas  the  other  third  part  of  my  estate  to  him  forever,  provided  he 
pay  my  daughter  Eunice  a  legacy  of  40  pounds  which  I  shall  hereafter 
give  her.  In  case  my  son  fail  in  paying  my  said  daughter  said  legacy 
after  he  arrives  at  the  age  of  21  years,  then  for  her  my  daughter  to 
take  the  land  as  if  I  made  no  will. 

Item.  I  give  to  my  daughter  Eunice  Hanchet  the  improvement  of 
one  third  part  of  my  real  and  personal  estate  after  she  arrives  at 
the  age  of  IS  years  and  until  my  son  Thomas  arrives  at  the  age  of  21 
years  and  also  I  give  and  bequeath  unto  my  well  beloved  daughter 
Eunice  Hanchet  40  pounds  lawful  money  when  my  son  arrives  at  the 
age  of  21  years. 

Item.  It  is  my  earnest  will  and  meaning  that  my  just  debts  and 
furneral  charges  be  paid  out  of  my  personal  estate. 

Item.  I  now  ordain  and  make  and  constitute  my  well  beloved  wife 
Ele  anor  Hanchet  sole  executrix  of  this  my  last  will  and  testament. 

I  hereby  and  revoke  all  former  i^ills  and  bequests  whatso¬ 

ever  and  I  hereby  ratify  and  confirm  this  last  will  and  testament  the 
year  and  day  abovesaid . 


THOMAS  HANCHIT 
His  Mark 
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Signed  sealed  published  and  declared  by  the  said  Thomas  Hanchet  the 
testator  as  his  last  will  and  testament  in  the  presence  of  us  who 
were  present  at  the  signing  and  sealing  thereof* 

Moses  Noble,  John  Noble,  Robert  Campbel* 

The  above  will  was  allowed  at  a  court  held  Nov*  8,  1764® 

Whom  Elenor  Campbell  was  descended  from  and  what  became  of  her 
after  the  death  of  Thomas  I  have  not  been  able  to  learn*  There  were 
Campbells  in  Westfield  at  this  time  and  she  is  undoubtedly  related 
to  them.  Probably  the  Robert  Campbell  who  witnessed  the  husband's 
will  was  a  near  relative* 

| 

Neither  have  we  learned  anything  of  what  became  of  the  daughter 

Eunice. 

28.  SAMUEL  HANCHETT  (Thomas1  Thomas2  Samuel3) 

Samuel  Hanchett- ,  the  son  of  Samuel  and  Mary  (Fowler)  Hanchett, 
was  born  at  Westfield  April  29 r.  1724®  The  writer  after  careful  con¬ 
sideration  and  after  an  examination  of  the  evidence  has  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  either  this  Samuel  died  young,  or  that  if  he  married 
he  left  no  issue  or  issue  surviving  to  1769®  There  are  no  records 
of  him  in  any  connection®  His  father,  Samuel,  who  died  in  1769* 
mentions  his  other  children  in  his  will,  but  does  not  refer  to  his 
son  Samuel,  or  his  son  Samuel vs  wife  or  children*  An  examination  cf 
deeds  shows  a  reference  to  a  Samuel  Hanchett,  but  evidently  the  father 
is  meant.  This  was  in  1786,  Mar*  7th,  when  Moses  Hanchett  (30)  deeded 
land  laid  out  to  Samuel  Hanchett.  of  Westfield,  deceased*  Moses  would 
have  been  much  more  likely  to  have  inherited  this  land  from  his  father 
Samuel,  than  his  half-brother  samuel,  Samuel5 s  mother,  the  first  wife 
Mary  Fowler,  bore  him  as  her  only  child..  When  she  died  is  not  known 
but  it  might  have  been  at  Samuel's  birth  and  mother  and  child  might 
have  died  not  far  apart*  This  situation  has  been  carefully  studied 
because  it  is  the  first  point  in  the  line  of  the  descent  from  Deacon 
Thomas  where  there  has  occurred  a  possible  loss  of  a  line  from  the 
record.  It  will  be  considered  in  the  absence  of  further  evidence, 
that  this  Samuel  died  young* 

30.  MOSES  HANCHETT  (Thomas1  Thomas2  Samuel3) 

Moses  Hanchett ,  the  son  of  Samuel  and  Eunice  (Judd)  Hanchett, 
was  born  at  Westfield  August  4®  1741®  The  date  of  his  death  is  not 
given.  He  married  at  Westfield,  Dec*  21,  1767,  Lois  Loomis.  They 
had  five  children,  all  born  at  Westfield. 

FIFTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Moses  and  Lois  (Loomis)  Hanchett 
45 •  SAMUEL,  b.  Sept.  20,  1768.  See  his  line  further. 

46.  Eunice,  born  July  5.  1771® 

47.  Lois,  Born  May  14,  1776. 

48.  Lucy,  born  October  7?  1777®  Died  Sept.  16,  1778. 

49.  MOSES,  b.  July  20,  1779®  See  his  line  further. 

Moses  (30) 

Moses  Hanchett,  son  of  Samuel  and  Eunice  (Judd)  Hanchett,  born 
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at  Westfield  August  4,  1741.  The  next  mention  of  him  is  his  marriage  I 
in  1767  to  Lois  Loomis  and  we  hear  of  him  in  connection  with  the  birth 
records  of  his  children  up  to  the  last  of  these  in  1779.  He  is  men¬ 
tioned  both  in  his  father's  will,  1769,  and  in  his  mother’s  will  made 
the  next  year,  and  it  appears  that  he  got  the  bulk  of  his  father’s 
estate  by  the  father's  will  although  it  was  intended  that  his  sister, 
the  only  other  living  heir,  should  be  taken  care  of  in  her  father's 
life  time,  but  he  died  before  doing  so  and  the  mother  thereupon  made 
her  will  in  her  daughter’s  favor  alone.  We  are  inclined  to  think  that 
this  was  made  necessary  by  the  refusal  of  Moses  to  make  good  his 
father's  oversight. 

There  were  three  Moses  Hanchetts  and  it  is  possible  to  get  their 
records  mixed.  They  are  Moses  (30,  (49)  and  (91),  born  1741,  1779, 
and  1314,  respectively,  being  grandfather,  son,  and  grandson  respect¬ 
ively.  There  are  about  two  dozen  deeds  to  and  from  Moses  Hanchet  on  ■  | 
the  Springfield  deeds,  only  a  few  of  which  have  been  yet  consulted. 
Moses,  Jr.,  became  of  age  in  1300  and  it  is,  of  course,  possible  that  j  j 
some  of  the  deeds  bearing  dates  after  that  time  belong  to  him  and  not  j 
to  his  father  (30).  The  deeds  which  are  certainly  of  Moses,  Jr.,  do 
not  however,  begin  until  seven  years  later.  One  deed  of  1319  of 
which  we  have  taken  an  abstract  is  from  Moses  Hanchett  to  Moses  Han- 
chet ,  Jr.,  showing  that  both  father  and  sen  were  alive  at  that  time. 

In  these  days  there  was  no  danger  cf  confusing  with  the  grandson 
Moses  (91)  for  he  was  only  five  years  old  and  not  concerned  in  deed  • 
ing  land.  In  1321  we  note  in  the  records  of  the  Common  Pleas  courts 
that  Frederick  Hanchett,  had  an  action  against  Moses  Hanchett,  Jr. 
of  Westfield  and  another  action  in  the  same  year  against  Moses  Han¬ 
chett  of  West  Springfield.  From  this  it  would  appear  that  Moses 
Sr.  was  living  in  1321  at  which  time  he  was  eighty  years  of  age  and 
at  West  Springfield.  I  have  examined  the  records  at  West  Springfield 
but  find  no  mention  of  his  death  there. 

From  the  index  of  deeds  at  Springfield  it  appears  that  Moses 

fave  13  deeds  from  1735  tc  1796.  These  must  have  been  all  of  Moses 
30).  Of  these  we  can  cite  but  one  Moses  Hanchett  of  Westfield  for 
30  pounds  paid  by  Samuel  Hanchett  of  Westfield,  yeoman,  sold  land  in 
Westfield,  June  16,  1794.  This  was  a  deed  to  the  eldest  son  by  Moses, 
the  latter  then  being  26  years  old.  Moses  Hanchett  is  also  the  grantor 
in  12  deeds  from  1303  to  1325.  Probably  most,  if  not  all  of  these, 
are  Moses  (30).  Moses,  Jr.,  is  noted  as  grantor  in  a  line  of  deeds 
beginning  in  1307  and  extending  to  1343 »  but  it  is  possible  that  he 
may  not  have  always  been  distinguished  by  the  designation  Jr.  Among 
these  deeds,  however,  is  one  on  which  there  can  be  no  mistake  for 
both  are  mentioned.  Moses  Hanchett  to  Moses  Hanchett,  Jr.  Life  In¬ 
terest  in  land  in  Westfield  Two  tracts.  Dated  April  19,  1319, 

Rec.  Jan.  20,  1320.  There  is  also  a  deed  by  Moses  Hanchett,  of  West- 
field,  yeoman,  to  Herman  Rising  of  Southwick,  yeomen  for  24  acres  in 
Westfield  for  <3240.  This  is  dated  Dec.  10,  1305  and  rec.  1306.  At 
the  time  of  the  deed  to  his  son  Moses,  Moses  Sr.  was  nearly  73  years 
old* 

In  none  of  the  three  deeds  cited  did  any  wife  appear  releasing 
dower  and  it  is  perhaps  because  she  was  not  then  alive.  The  first  of 
these  was  in  1794  at  which  time  Moses  was  53  years  old  and  we  should 
hardly  expect  to  find  that  his  wife  had  deceased. 
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lie  find  no  record-  of  the  death  of  Moses  and  no  record  of  the 
administration  of  his  estate.  We  should  expect  to  find  the  latter 
at  Springfield,  but  it  is  not  there  or  at  Northampton  from  which  it 
appears  that  there  were  no  probate  proceedings.  It  seems,  however, 
quite  certain  that  Moses  did  not  live  long  after  the  last  record  of 
him  at  West  Springfield  in  1321. 

Of  his  daughters,  Lois,  Born  1776,  and  Eunice,  born  1771,  we 
have  only  the  birth  notices.  Whether  they  lived  to  grow  up  or  were 
married  we  have  no  idea. 

Moses  was  of  proper  age  to  serve  in  the  War  of  the  Revolution, 
but  does  not  appear  on  any  of  the  Massachusetts  enlistments, 

Suffield  Deeds  show  the  following  transactions  of  this  Moses: 

Moees  Hanchett  of  Westfield,  yeoman,  for  g  pounds  paid  by  Bailey  ] 
Blackley  of  Simsbury,  Hartford  Cy .  yeoman,  land  in  Simsbury  April  12. 

17 34,  the  49th  lot.  The  above  deed  is  followed  by  two  others  to  the 
same  grantee  on  the  50th  let  and  speaks  of  it-  as  bounded  north  by 
the  heirs  of  Samuel  Hanchett.  Dated  I?37» 

Also  Moses  Hanchet  cf  Westfield  for  six  pounds  to  John  Warner,  Jr. 
of  Suffield,  land  lying  in  Suffield  aforesaid  lately  of  Southwick 
laid  out  to  Samuel  Hanchet  of  Westfield  deceased  dated  Marcy  7,  1?360 

33.  JOHN  HANCISTT  (Thomas1  John2  John-'} 

Lieut.  John  Hanchett,  the  son  of  John  and  Lydia  (Hayward)  Han¬ 
chett,  was  born  at  Suffield,  November  1,  1709?  ana  died  there  in 
1796.  The  day  of  his  death  is  variously  stated  as  Dec.  3;  Dec.  9; 
and  March  3,  of  the  above  year.  He  married  at  Suffield,  July  5? 

1733,  Mary  Sheldon,  dau.  cf  Thomas  Sheldon.  She  was  born  in  1711 
and  died  at  Suffield  August  7S  1795;  aged  32  years.  They  had  nine 
•children  born  at  Suffield,  as  follows: 

FIFTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Lieut.  John  and  Mary  (Sheldon)  Hanchett. 

50.  Mary,  b.  May  13  or  19,  1734,  and  died  at  Suffield,  October  20. 

or  16,  1751. 

51«  John,  b.  July  3,  1736,  and  died  March  17,  1759°  It  is  evident 

that  he  never  married.  He  was  23  at  the  time  of  his  death  and 

there  is  no  record  of  marriage  or  children.  He  was  buried  at  Suffield. 

52.  LUKE,  b.  February  3-  1737-3.  See  his  line  further. 

53.  Rachel,  b.  Oct.  3l/l739  and  died  at  Suffield,  Feb.  20,  1799° 

She  married  at  Suffield  April  16,  1761,  Elijah  Sheldon,  Jr.  He  was 
born  in  1733  and  died  at  Suffield,  July  2,  1312,  aged  74°  They  had 
six  children. 

54.  CAPT.  OLIVER,  bo  August  7,  1741°  See  his  line  further « 

55.  DAVID,  bo  June  3,  -1743.  See  his  line  further. 

56.  Lydia,  b.  March  23,  1745°  It  is  not  mentioned  in  her  father’s 
will,  1793,  and  must  have  been  dead  without  then  living  issue. 

57.  Hannah,  b.  Oct.  17  - °  The  date  of  her  death  is  not  given. 

She  married  at  Suffield  August  9,  1770,  Seth  Sheldon,  They  had  two 
children.  She  was  living  in  1794° 

53.  Mary.  b.  Dec.  16,  - .  She  married  Dea.  Joel  Sheldon  at  Suffield 

•July  19,  1771.  She  was  living  in  1794° 
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John  Hanchett,  eldest  son  of  John  Hanchett  and  Lydia  Hayward, 
was  the  senior  Hanchett  of  the  Suffield  Branch  and  represented  the 
family  in  that  town.  He  remained  in  Suffield  all  his  life  and  did 
not  join  in  the  Westward  movement  which  interested  his  younger  bro¬ 
thers  and  sisters o 

David  Hanchett,  in  his  History  of  the  Hanchetts,  gives  this 
interesting  item  con-cerning  him.  He  left  the  home  of  his  father 
and  grandfather  when  about  21  years  of  age,  in  1730,  and  went  about 
two  miles  west  and  a  little  north  and  settled  a  choice  piece  of  new 
land  in  the  then  dense  forest  for  a  home  for  himself  and  his  post¬ 
erity.  Here  he  raised  a  family  of  nine  children  and  made  improve¬ 
ments  upon  his  farm  erecting  buildings  subduing  the  forest,  laboring 
hard  preparing  a  home  for  the  coming  generations.  His  house  and 
barn  remained  until  since  my  recoULection  (Note  David  Hanchett  was 
born  in  1S20 ) .  The  barn  was  owned  and  used  by  my  father  (Phinehas 
Hanchett)  for  storing  hay  and  stable  stock.  Here  also  he  died  after 
attaining  the  age  of  87  years  — -  1796  -  His  wife  was  spared  as  his 
companion  for  over  62  years  and  shared  with  him  the  toils  and  pri¬ 
vations  of  pioneer  life  in  the  forest.  She  died  about  one  year 
beyond  him.”  (This  last  is  not  quite  exact)  (See  record).  Also 
David  Hanchett  says  that  when  Lydia  ( Hayward )  Hanchett  was  deprived 
of  a  home  which  she  was  to  have  by  virtue  of  a  antemortem  arrangement 
of  her  husband  with  a  son  but  which  upon  the  son's  early  demise  was 
not  kept  by  the  son's  widow,  that  the  son  John  took  her  to  his  home. 
(See  under  her  biography. ) 

John  Hanchet  never  attained  the  political  prominence  of  his 
father,  grandfather  and  Dea.  Thomas.  He  was,  however,  an  officer 
holder  in  a  small  way,  being  Surveyor  of  Highways  in  1747-S,  along 
with  his  brother  Zacheus  being  called  John  Han chit,  second.  This 
year  also  he  was  tithing  man  "John  Hanchet,  2nd.” 

Concerning  the  records  of  Deeds  at  Suffield,  it  will  have  to  be 
born  in  mind  that  there  were  at  times  several  John  Hanchett s  of  legal 
age.  JohnTs  father  John  did  not  die  until  John  (33)  was  52  years  old. 
Also  he  had  a  son  John.  The  latter,  however,  died  a  youth  of  23  years 
in  1759.  There  were  two  other  Johns  who  became  of  age  toward  the  end 
of  JohnTs  (33)  life.  These  were  John,  son  of  Amos  —  this  John,  how¬ 
ever,  was  never  in  Suffield  but  xvent  to  Vermont  from  Salisbury.  There 
can  be  no  confusion  then  in  this  instance.  Then  there  is  John's  own 
grandson,  the  son  of  David  born  in  1766  and  who  was  therefore  3C  years 
old  at  his  Grandfather’s  death.  The  Suffield  deeds  have  not  been 
looked  up,  but  the  indexes  have  been  noted  and  a  few  deeds.  All  of 
these  should  be  consulted.  Some  of  the  deeds  are  of  John,  Jr.  which 
affords  some  distinction. 

In  1771  and  again  in  177$  John  (33 )  purchased  of  his  brother 
and  sister  their  shares  in  his  father’s  estate.  These  did  not  pro¬ 
bably  include  the  Dea.  Thomas  home  lot,  which  I  think  Ezra  got  as  it 
appears  in  his  line  at  the  last  holding  viz  Betsey  Hanchett ’s.  And 
it  is  Ezra’s  wife  that  probably  excluded  the  old  mother  Lydia  from 
her  husband’s  home. 

John  held  the  title  of  Ensign  for  many  years  but  was  in  later 
years  Lieutenant.  On  the  tombstone  of  his  eldest  daughter  Mary  we 
read  Mary  Hanchett,  daughter  of  Ensign  John  Hanchett,  Who  died  Cct. 


^biewysH  BbbyJ  fcrrs  ddrioaBh'  nriol *  lo  noe  dsabid  , ddsdon sH  nrfob 

;ib  sib.  8id  IIb  bXsxllu8  nb  benxj-r n  i  9H  .r  vod  dr  rid  nb  ylbnifcl 
-one  xrqnuoy  aid  besets dni  riobfiv/  -  neriyont  binwdc  v.  tdo  ni  nxot  .ton 

•  •lodsjfe  bns  ei9rid 

abdd  esvb^  ^eddedonBH  end  lo  yiode/ H  xil  rib  f  JtodonfiH  bi  'jb(I 
i9rid£l  eiri  lo  s::  >ri  erfd  dlol  9H  »ittbri  inbniso-noo  modi  yibdeaiadnb 
d  rods  dnsw  bn A  „0£YI  nx  ,03s  lo  aisey  IS  ctoodB  ftfcrhv  isddeShnBij}  b  a 
wan  lo  909b  eolorio  b  bolditoe  bnfi  r“ion  alddbl  b  bns  rfer*w  >J  tea  owj 
-dcoq  abri  n&  ll93r.bri  nol  smod  £  nol  desiol  9en9b  nsrid  s.id  nb  baal 
-ovon'  ,ib  ebcri  bne  nsnblbno  >nbn  lo  yl  '  b  bsaxsi  e.i  919H  .ydbis 
.  39iol  »dd  -)alub  u«  330 j  oX i;.r-  3  iJ.’  »*io  r-  1  sbrt  ioqx  Cdn-^TI 

bat  sanor!  sxH  . enoxoEnsn©^  3.  c.noo  xrid  id  a  ;od  x  sniirqenq  bisri 

. 

.9  i  3&1  '  a  y  been  bn  a  bonw  ar  •  -  ni«d  0  T 
sj  .  as  osn&q:.  aeon  sliv;  aiH 

:  i  .  i  Ji-  ms.J  rfdiw  fcomaa  '■•he  annoy  Sd  ibvo  :oi  noinfqm^o 

de^iol  srid  ni  sib I  ,e  .obq  lo  a no bdBV 
5  ton  nb  de£l  1  ./rid  bnoysd 

woJbbw  s  noe  9dd  yd  dq93f  don 
(  yr.  :3130b  iad  19  bn  u  008) 

3-Y-4YI  nb 

bnoosi  ,  :  dortsH' nric  »  r  I  0  bed  c  redo*.  luitJcic  ciri  rid..w 

1/8  ta  i:  seG  lo  abioosi  sdd  ^nbmeonoO 

}  :  .3  y  S?  a bw  (CC)  H'.oU  lx:  j  e  dor  f»xb  ndob  1  jridfil  e’nrtol* 

:“••••••:  CS  lo  riduoy  b  bob 

*9<iYI  nb 

30mA  lo  noe  fnriot»  9iow  ssadT 

.ynurf  ^Ib8  fsoil  dnotni9V  od  drrf  .  dud  M9blluB  nb  n:>ven  3.1^  ,*isvfj 

''  b  olsiririd  ebw  o  bn 3  ddVI  nb  nn..  2  bbvsG  ‘  o  n  -  odd  tno3br£T3 
don  sveri  &b99b  blsxllt;8  sdT 

lo  IIA  .sbesb  wrl  &  bnB  b9don  n:  d  vbe  esxsbnb  arid  di/d  ,qn  b9^oci 
r/oxdw  nb  tndob  lo  9ia  ebsab  arid  lo  9/noc]  .bsdlxrsnoo  9d  bluer.  93 edd 

.nobdonbdabb  9moa  ebio'ila 

i  ridoi':  sbri  lo  boeadoitiq  ( CC )  nriob  V\  nb  nbc^s  bn  i  IYVI  ni 
-onq  don  bbb  9s&d3  .9dcde©  edoridsl  abri  nb  e9iBds  ibarid  ledsbe  bna 
i  303  sns3  >inidd  I  riobdw  t  do!  o.Tiori  cAooriT  .fieG  sdd  sbulonJt  yldad 

moil  sbbyJ  i9ridcra  bio  add  bsbi/Ioxs  yldndonq  derid  slbw  ed^iso  sb  dl 

. oaod  3*  bard cud  ieri 

nedBl  nb  eew  dud  8i69y  yncm  nol  n^benS  lo  eldbd  orl  bleb  nriob 
9 w  xibM  isdrigufib  dsobls  sbd  lo  onodedmod  erid  nO  .dnaasdudb.-  eifisy 
•  doO  b  bb  od\f  ,  bd©:  o;  bH  nriob  r  i  je  .0  lod/rijir  b  tdd  irioncH  \ibM  5bsi 


I 


-40- 

*  0 

20,  1751,  aged  17  years.,  Also  another  tombstone  of  the  burial  of 
the  son  John  of  "Ensign  John"  in  1759 .  Finally  in  the  same  cemetery 
that  at  West  Suffield  we  find  a  brown  stone  tablet:  "In  memory  of 
Lieut  o  John  Hanchett,  who  died  3th  Dec,  .1796  aged  37  years.  Also 
Mary  Hanchett,  his  consort  who  died  7th  of  August,  1793,  in  the  32 
year  of  her  age.  Could  you  but  see  with  our  new  eyes  the  painted 
toys  of  time  then  you  would  quit  their  banities  and  seek  a  happier 
clime." 


The  death  date  is  one  day  earlier  than  appears  by  the  town  re¬ 
cords  which  is  probably  the  date  of  the  return  of  the  notice. 


John  took  part  in  the  administration  of  the  estates  of  his 
brothers  Ezra  and  Zacheus,  who  died  about  the  seme  time  the  Fall  of 
1758.  He  was  made  guardian  of  certain  of  the  minor  children  of 
Zacheus,  viz  Seth  and  Joseph. 


The  will  of  John  (33)  was  proved  at  Hartford.  Will  of  John  Han¬ 
chett,  of  Suffield  deceased,  exhibited  by  David  Hanchett,  executor. 
Inventory  is  Dated  Dec.  29,  1796,  and  describes  John  as  of  Windsor 
of  Suffield.  The  personalty  amounted  to  75  pounds.  The  will  is 
dated  Dec.  23,  1793*  Leaves  to  wife  Mary  5  shillings  having  made 
provision  for  support  and  maintenance  by  a  lease  from  David,  June 
26,  1737.  To  son  Luke  5  sh  and  a  deed  of  part  of  my  estate.  To 
Oliver  5  shillings.  To  daughter  Rachel  31  pounds  besides  what  she 
has  already  received.  To  daughter  Hannah  20  pounds  besides  what  she 
has  before  received.  To  daughter  Mary  30  pounds  besides,  etc.  The 
rest  to  David  the  executor.  The  will  was  allowed  at  a  court  held 
Jan.  2,  1797. 


j! 


In  Vol.  IX  of  Conn.  Hist.  Soc.  French  &  Indian  War  rolls  Campai 
1757  Capt.  Trumblefs  Co.  of  militia.  John  Hanchett  of  Simsbury  Ensi 
Alarm  of  1757  marched  to  the  relief  of  Fort  Edward  and  parts  adjacer. 

N.  B.  Simsbury  lies  next  to  Suffield,  There  were  no  Hanchetts  there 
although  they  held  some  land  there.  This  is  John  (33 ) « 

From  David  Hanchett 7 s  History  of  the  Hanchett ?s,  we  get  this 
choice  bit  from  the  life  of  Mary  (Sheldon)  Hanchett. 

"  My  great  grandmother  was  noted  as  a  very  zealous  Christian  in 

her  day.  She  was  connected  with  the  Congregational  Church  but  in¬ 
sisted  upon  her  right  to  speak  in  meeting,  which  they  did  not  then 
allow.  So  she  was  once  led  out  of  meeting  for  transgressing  their 

rules.  As  she  was  led  down  the  steps  from  the  church,  she  said  to 

the  two  men  who  led  her,  "If  either  of  you  die  a  natural  death  the 
Lord  has  not  spoken  by  me."  An  old  man  of  Suffield  who  had  known 
of  this  circumstance  first  told  it  to  me  when  I  was  young  and  gave 
the  names  of  the  men  and  said  neither  died  a  natural  death.  She 
was  one  of  five  to  constitute  the  first  Baptist  Church  of  Suffield, 
From  this  Church  nearly  all  of  the  Baptist  Churches  of  that  vicinity 
sprang.  It  is  the  oldest  church  in  the  Hartford  Baptist  Association 
and  is  known  in  all  that  region  as  the  Church  on  Zion 7 s  Hill." 

36.  Ebenezer  Hanchett  (Thomas1'  John  John-  ) 

Ebenezer  Hanchet,  son  of  John  and  Lydia  (Hayward)  Hanchett,  was 
born  at  Suffield,  Ct.  Sept.  1,  1716,  (Suf.  Rec.)  and  died  at  Salisbury, 
Ct.  May  21,  1733,  age  72  (Gravestone  record).  He  married  while  at 
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Suffield,  Sarah  — - ,  at  the  age  of  21  or  very  near  that  age.  There 

were  nine  children  of  this  marriage  born  at  Suffield,  Cannan  and 
Salisbury  as  indicated*. 

FIFTH  GENERATION. 

Children  of  Ebenezer  and  Sarah  {  )  Hanchet. 

59.  Amos  born  at  Suffield,  Ct.  Feb.  16,  173 $-9*  See  his  line  further J 
60«  Ebenezer,  burn  at  Suffield,  June  6,  1741,  and  died  there  Nov.  IS,  i 

1741  . 

61.  Sarah,  born  at  Suffield,  Feb.  15 s  1742.  Married  one  Tupper 
(probably  Samuel  or  Ezra)  She  was  living  at  the  signing  of  a  deed  in 

1791. 

62.  Lucy,  born  at  Canaan,  Ct.  August  1$,  1745.  She  was  living  at 
the  signing  of  the  deed  in  1791,  and  had  not  married  up  to  then. 

63.  Ebenezer,  Born  at  Salisbury,  Ct.  Feb.  7,  1747-$.  See  his  line 

further . 

64.  Hannah,  born  at  Salisbury,  May  27,  1750.  Baptized  May  15,  1753.; 
Married  Zebulon  Walker.  Both  were  living  and  signed  the  deed  in  179ll 
65 o  Simeon,  born  at  Salisbury  Feb.  7,  1753.  Bapt .  May  15,  1753. 

See  his  line  further . 

66.  Ruth,  born  at  Salisbury  July  3,  1755.  Bapt.  Aug.  10,  1755= 

Died  Nov.  6,  1759. 

67.  Jonah,  b.  at  Salisbury  Jan.  30,  175$.  See  his  line  further. 

The  first  date  we  have  to  chronicle  of  Ebenezer,  son  of  John 
and  Lydia  (Hayward)  Hanchett,  after  his  birth  date  in  Suffield,  Ct. 

Sept.  1,  1716,  (Sufo  Rec. )  is  the  birth  of  his  first  child  which 
occurred  at  Suffield,  February  16,  173 $~9,  when  Ebenezer  was  him¬ 
self  but  22  years  old.  This  shows  that  he  married  almost  as  soon  as 
he  came  of  age.  We  have  not  the  record  of  his  marriage  and  have 
never  been  able  to  discover  the  parentage  of  his  wife  or  even  her 
maiden  name.  We  know  of  her  only  as  Sarah  Hanchett.  Her  birth 
date  we  get  by  estimation  of  her  tombsoone  record.  This  is  to  be 
found  at  the  Cemetery  at  Lime  Rock,  Salisbury,  and  reads,  "Mrs,, 

Sarah,  wife  of  Mr.  Ebenezer  Hanchet,  d.  Oct.  17,  17$7,  ae.  72." 

She  was  then  born  sometime  in  1715 ,  and  was  a  year,  older  than  her 
husband.  She  was  probably  a  Suffield  girl  and  possibly  investigation 
of  the  Suffield  Wills  at  Northampton,  Mass,  would  disclose  her  paren¬ 
tage.  We  are  not  likely  to  discover  it  in  any  other  way  as  she  does 
not  appear  in  the  indexs  of  either  the  Springfield  or  the  Suffield 
Deeds,  where  deeds  of  inherited  lands  would  be  recorded.  4 

i 

We  are  able  to  trace  the  progress  of  Ebenezer  from  Suffield  to 
Salisbury  where  he  finally  located  by  the  records  of  his  children’s 
births  and  various  deeds.  His  first  three  children  were  born  in 
Suffield,  Sarah  the  last  of  these  being  born  Feb.  15,  1742-3  (Suf. 

Rec.)  We  next  find  him  in  Canaan,  Litchfield  County  Ct. ,  for  the 
records  of  deeds  show  that  Ebenezer  Hanchet,  of  Canaan  purchased  land 
there  Sept.  11,  1744,  and  again  Dec.  4  of  that  year  and  April  12, 
of  1745.  He  probably  moved  to  Salisbury  about  this  time  for  the 
birth  of  Lucy  is  also  spread  upon  the  Salisbury  records,  which  would 
hardly  be  the  case  if  the  event  was  not  recent  at  that  time.  He  pur¬ 
chased  land  in  Salisbury,  April  15,  1746,  describing  himself  in  the 
deed  as  a  "bloomer,  of  Canaan."  It  is  not  likely,  however,  that  he 
bought  land  "in  Salisbury  until  he  had  passed  some  months  in  the  place 
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but  considered  himself  still  of  Canaan  until  he  had  obtained  a  foot¬ 
hold  in  the  former  town. 

From  the  above  deed  we  also  discover  the  interesting  fact  that 
he  had  adopted  the  profession  of  iron  working  as  is  betokened  by 
the  personal  description,,  "bloomer."  The  production  of  iron  had 
begun  at  Salisbury  in  1731  before  the  founding  of  the  town  which 
Rudd  tells  us  was  about  173 So  Salisbury  quickly  became  important 
as  an  iron  production  center  at  a  time  when  the  production  was  slow 
and  laborious  and  product  more  highly  valued  than  now,  when  far  richer 
deposits  have  been  discovered  and  worked,,  Ebenezer  Hanchett  then 
was  pioneer  in  an  industry  of  vital  importance,  and  continued  so 
engaged  for  his  whole  life, 

% 

He  sold  his  land  in  Canaan,  Sept.  23,  1747*  being  then  T,of  Sails-, 
bury."  In  174-S  Ebenezer  was  one  of  the  owners  of  Lamb?s  Forge  at 
Salisbury,  the  other  owners  were  Timothy  Burbank,  Thomas  Austin  and 
Joseph  Hanchett .  This  Joseph  Hanchett  was  Ebenezer" s  younger  bro¬ 
ther  and  the  Timothy  Burbank  is  beyond  doubt  the  same  Timothy  Bur¬ 
bank  that  married  Ester  Hanchett ,  Ebenezer  s  elder  sister .  Who 
Thomas  Austin  was  I  do  not  know  or  whether  he  was  related  to  the 
family  in  any  way .  The  name  should  be  borne  in  mind.  He  was  not 
certainly  another  brother-in-law  through  marriage  to  a  sister.  If 
the  name  is  of  significance  as  denoting  family  relationship,  it 
would  be  because  he  was  brother  toEbenezer-s  wife. 

In  taking  over  Lamb?s  Forge,  the  Hanchett s  came  into  possession 
of  the  principal  foundry  in  Salisbury,  for  the  historian  Rudd  says 
that  Thomas  Lamb  was  the  most  energetic  premotor  of  the  local  iron 
industry  in  the  early  days .  He  owned  an  Iren  ore  bed  and  from  it 
supplied  his  Forge  at  Lime  Rock,  which  was  in  operation  as  early  as 
1734  c  Lamb  was  a  schrewd  and  hardy  speculator,  Indian  interpreter. 

Jack  of  all  trades  and  was  the  first  white  settler  after  the  Indians, 

Ebenezer  Hanchett  continued  in  Salisbury  for  the  rest  of  his 
life.  The  births  of  the  children  after  Lucy  are  there  recorded, 
the  last  being  Jonah,  born  January  30,  1758.  Ebenezer  was  admitted 
(by  letter)  to  the  Church  at  Salisbury,  from  whence  does  not  appear*, 

May  15,  1753,  be  had  children  baptized,  Lucy,  Hannah,  and  Simeon, 
and  August  10,  1755,  Ruth. 

In  1761  great  interest  was  taken  in  Salisbury  and  in  the  surround¬ 
ing  towns  in  the  settlement  of  Vermont,  cr  in  the  New  Hampshire 
Grants  as  the  region  was  first  called.  Booh  New  York  and  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  claimed  this  territory,  but  controversy  did  not  become  serious 
until  settlement  was  attempted.  In  the  year  mentioned,  a  hundred 
towns  in  Vermont  were  laid  out  on  paper  and  grants  made  of  the  land 
there  under  condition  of  settlement  and  small  payments.  The  peti¬ 
tions  for  the  charter  were  made  by  those  who  became  grantees.  The 
Hanchetts  of  Salisbury  ahd  Sharon  became  grantees  in  this  manner. 
Ebenezer  Hanchet  and  his  son  Amos  became  grantees  of  land  in  Mid die - 
bury,  Addison  County,  on  a  petition  granted  Nov.  2,  1761.  Most  of 
the  other  grantees  were  of  Salisbury,  Ct.  and  as  they  were  in  no 
haste  to  settle  this  wild  region,  they  held  town  meetings  in  Salis¬ 
bury  Ct.  Ebenezer  was  made  selectman  of  the  first  of  these  meetings 
and  was  reelected  several  times  and  held  other  offices,'  of  the  towm 
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of  Middlebury,  all,  however ,  at  Salisbury,  Soon  after  the  granting 
of  these  numerous  charters  and  establishment  of  paper  towns,  the 
Governor  of  New  York  decided  to  assert  his  dominion  and  forbade  the 
grantees  under  the  New  Hampshire  charter  to  take  possession  and  re¬ 
quired  them  to  make  their  petition  to  him.  Instead  of  doing  so  the 
grantees  appealed  to  King  George  for  relief.  These  petitions  were 
dated  in  1766  and  both  Ebenezer  and  his  brother  Joseph  appear  as  sub¬ 
scribers,  This  petition  had  no  effect  and  the  Governor  of  New  York 
instituted  dispossess  preceedings  and  sent  his  sheriffs  into  the 
country  to  evict  the  hardy  few  who  were  actually  on  the  ground.  The 
New  York  officers  made  no  headway  against  the  determined  pioneers 
who  made  armed  resistance  and  petty  warfare  disturbed  tranquillity 
*  in  the  Green  Mountains  until  overshadowed  by  the  Preeminent  importance 
of  the  Revolution,  Then  Ethan  Allen ,  a  son  of  Salisbury  and  Colonel 
of  the  impovised  militia  for  resistance  to  the  New  York  authorities 
turned  his  arras  against,  the  common  enemy  as  you  may  read  in  the  school 
histories.  In  1777  the  settlers  declared  themselves  a  state  "New 
Connecticut j  alias  Vermont-,”  After  the  Revolution  settlement  was 
begun  in  earnest  and  a  few  years  later  New  York  was  glad  to  compromise 
her  claim  for  $30,000, 

I  do  not  think  Ebenezer  Hanchett  ever  tried  to  make  actual  sett! 
ment  in  Vermont,  or  that  Amos  did.  But  Jonah.  Ebenezer 7 s  youngest 
son,  seems  tc  have  gone  to  Panton,  in  Addison  county,  and  shortly 
after  that  just  across  Lake  Champlain  to  the  Deques  Valley  near 
Elizabethtown  in  New  York,  Two  of  t&e  sens  of  Ames  we  knew  went  to 
Vermont,  John,  whe  was  there  soon  after  corning  to  maturity,  and 
Silas,  We  do  not  know  much  about  the  other  sons  of  Amos,  Reuben 
very  likely  did  not  go  to  Vermont  at  all,  Amos  and  Dan  we  have  nos 
word  about  whatever  except  their  birth  records.  They  may  have  dis¬ 
appeared  into  Vermont  or  may  have  died  young,  I  think  that  there  are 
descendants  of  John,  son  of  Amos,  in  Vermont  today,  but  cannot  state 
positively.  The  Vermont  records  are  not  extensively  printed,  and  mere 
is  likely  to  be  discovered  as  the  historical  societies  become  more 
active. 

Concerning  the  birth  date  of  Simeon,  we  have  conflicting  evi¬ 
dence,  both  notices  purport  to  be  taken  from  the  same  record,  that 
of  births  at  Salisbury,  George  E,  Hanchett,  who  obtained  a  full  copy 
of  the  records  in  sending  the  record  on  two  different  occasions 
placed  it  Feb,  4,  1753 »  A  genealogist  investigating  for  Judge  F,  A. 
Henry  copied  this  same  record  Feb,  7,  1753*  The  discrepancy  is  of 
course  insignificant. 

We  obtain  the  record  of  Ebenezer !s  death  not  from  the  records 
of  Salisbury,  but  from  the  t-ombstone  at  the  Lime  Rock  Cemetery  as 
transcribed  by  the  historian  Rudd,  "Mr,  Ebenezer  Hanchet,  d.  May  21, 
I7$$,  age  72,"  This  agrees  with  his  birth  record  according  to  which 
he  would  have  been  72  years  old  in  the  ensuing  September, 

We  have  a  very  unsatisfactory  record  of  the  will  of  Ebenezer  in 
an  abstract  obtained  from  the  town  clerk  of  Sharon  (then  probate 
center)  and  sent  to  Geo,  E.  Hanchett  of  Sparta,  This  states  that  the 
will  was  made  in  1755,  which  is  manifestly  impossible  since  it  men- 
t.ions  the  son  Jonah  born  in  175$ «  That  Ebenezer  should  made  a 
will  in  his  vigorous  youth  is  also  very  improbable.  The  date  evi¬ 
dently  should  be  17$5  or  three  years  before  his  death.  We  shall 
take  it  to  be  so  until  we  have  further  evidence.  The  will  was  not 
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off  ered  for  probate  until  179.5,  7  years  after  Ebenezer5 s  death* 

He  names  his  sons  in  order,  Amos  first.  Ebenezer  2nd,  Timothy  3rd, 
Jonah  4th,  and  daughters  Sarah  first,  Lucy  2nd,  and  Hannah  3rd, 

The  copying  Timothy  for  Simeon  is  a  rather  bad  blunder  getting 
only  three  letters  correct. 

Another  important  document  is  a  deed  made  by  the  heirs  of  Eben¬ 
ezer  March  22,  1791,  selling  the  Forge,  This  is  proof  that  he  con¬ 
tinued  the  bloomery  business  to  the  last.  The  deed  is  to  Samuel  and 
Ezra  Tupper,  one  of  these  two  being  probably  the  husband  of  Ebenezer1 
daughter  Sarah,  The  Tuppers  were  both  of  Salisbury  and  the  conveyance 
-  is  of  "all  right  in  Forge  know,  as  Johnstonia  Forge ,  that  belongs  to 
us  as  heirs  of  the  late  Ebenezer  Hanchet,  and  which  has  net  been  duly 
distributed,"  This  deed  is  signed  hy  Sarah  Tupper,  Ebenezer  Hanchet, 
Lucy  Hanchet,  Hannah  Walker,  Simeon  Hanchet,  Jonah  Hanchet,  Zebulon 
Walker,  Simon  Jaqua  and  John  Hanchet,  all  of  Salisbury, 

This  is  very  interesting  as  revealing  family  relationships.  It 
is  evident  that  the  daughter  Lucy  did  not  marry  and  was  then  beyond 
the  marrying  age,  Hannah  had,  it  seems,  married  Zebulon  Walker.  Sarah 
married  Tupper,  but  whether  Samuel  or  Ezra  or  either,  we  cannot-  say. 
Of  the  four  sons  mentioned  in  the  will,  Amos  does  not  appear,  bur  in¬ 
stead  appear  two  other  names,  John  Hanchet,  whom  we  know  was  tne 
eldest  son  of  Amos,  born  Aug,  26,  1764s  and  Simon  Jaqua,  the  husband 
of  Ruth  Hanchet,  'We  have  not  the  parentage  of  Ruth  from  the  Salis¬ 
bury  or  other  records,  but  it  becomes  very  easy  to  attribute  it. 

From  the  bible  record  we  have  her  birth,  November,  1762,  Ac  this  time 
Amos  had  been  married  to  Hanna  Hanley  for  nearly  two  years,  but  the 
first  child  of  the  marriage  recorded  as  John,  just  mentioned,  1761 » 

If  this  is  not  enough  we  may  add  that  Sarah,  the  wife  c f  Ebenezer, 
was  too  old  in  1762  to  have  another  child  (47  years  old’  and  that  Rut 
is  not  mentioned  in  Ebenezer5 s  will  although  then  living.  Also  a 
daughter  of  Ruth  mentions  visiting  a  son  of  "Uncle  John  (Hanchet), 
who  died  April  29,  l#37s  aged  73 •"  This  Uncle  John  must  have  been" 
born  in  1764,  the  year  of  the  birth  of  the  son  of  Ames  of  that  name. 
It  is  very  plain  then  that  Ruth  and  John  Hanchet  were  children  of 
Amos  and  brother  and  sister »  It  would  seem  that  Ruth  should  have 
joined  also  in  the  deed  as  well  as  her  husband.  She  and  John  were 
at  that  time  the  only  children  of  Amos  of  legal  age.  Perhaps  a 
further  search  of  the  records  would  disclose  a  further  deed  of  a 
guardian  of  the  children  themselves,  (then  mature) 

Upon  the  death  of  his  brother  Ezra  Hanchet,  Capt,  Aaron  Hitch¬ 
cock  of  Suf field,  having  been  appointed  the  guardian  of  Rhoda.  Abi¬ 
gail  and  Ezra,  minor  children,  Ebenezer  Hanchet  of  Salisbury  appear¬ 
ed  before  the  court  at  Hartford,  where  the  court  was  held  for  Suf- 
field,  and  acknowledged  himself  bound  for  300  pounds.  This  court 
was  held  April  1761, 

Ebenezer  Hanchet  was  also  the  first  subscriber  in  a  deed  of  the 
heirs  of  John  Hanchet,  to  John  Hanchet,  the  first  John  being  the 
father  and  the  second  the  brother  of  Ebenezer,  This  was  a  quitclaim 
deed  of  the  principal  holdings  in  Suffield  and  is  dated  Oct,  3S  1771» 
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37*  ZACHEUS  (Thomas^  John^  John*^) 

Zacheus?  son  of  John  and  Lydia  (Hayward)  Hanchett?  was  born  at 
Suf field,  April  30?  1719 ,  and  died  there  in  the  fall  of  1753*  He 
was  married  at  Suf field,  April  19?  1733,  to  Mary  Sikes.  She  survived 
her  husband  and  married  second  Samuel  Granger*  Zacheus  had  by  her 
ten  children,  all  born  at  Suf field* 

Children  of  Zacheus  and  Mary  ( Sikes)  Hanchett. 

FIFTH  GENERATION 

68 .  ZACHEUS,  born  Sept*  5,  173  3*  See  his  line  further* 

69 o  Abiel,  born  June  15?  1740*  Married  at  Sharon,  Ct*  Daniel  Curtice 
of  Sharon,  Jan  7?  1762* 

70o  Mary,  born  Dec*  13,  1742,  Married  John  Landon,  Sharon  Ct*  She 
was  living  in  1777- 

71 o  SYLVANUS,  born  March  24?  1745-  See  his  line  further* 

72*  Eunice,  born  August  2.5?  1747?  also  given  as  April  6,  1747?  and 
died  at  Montana,  Ohio,  April  10,  1840*  She  married,  January  l6 , 

1772,  at  Suffield?  Elias  Harmon*  He  was  b^-rn  in  1741  and  died  at 
-  January  27,  1793?  aged  52*  Tney  had  nine  children* 

73 -  Bulah,  born  Nov*  19,  1749*  (alsc  given  as  Nov.  30,  1749)  and 
died  at  Suffield?  Nov.  15,  1816*  She  married  at  Suffield,  June  25, 
1772*  Oliver  Granger,  son  of  John*  He  was  born  at  Suffield  June 
20,  1747?  and  died  at  Suffield?  Oct*  23?  1317,  aged  71-  They 

had  eleven  children*  Two  of  her  daughters  married  Dr*  John  Wilk 
Han  chett  * 

74-  SETH,  born  December  3?  1751*  See  his  line  further* 

75-  JOSEPH,  Born  January  16?  1753 «  See  his  line  further* 

76*  Huldah,  born  January  3,  1755?  and  died  at  Suffield,  May  28, 

1791-  She  married  at  Suffield?  March  5S  -778,  Capt .  Ebenezer  Shel¬ 
don  and  had  five  children.  He  was  born  in  1754  and  died  at  Aurora, 
Ohio,  July  24,  1325?  aged  71-  He  married  second,  Love  Davis  and  re¬ 
moved  to  Aurora  in  1300*  Grave  in  West  Suffield  Cemetery* 

77-  Sibble,  a  daughter,,  born  January  4?  1753*  She  married  May  28, 
1792,  Theodore  King  and  was  his  second  wife?  his  first  being  Anne 
Mather,  whom  he  married  January  8,  1778  and  who  died  May  7,  1791 
and  by  whom  he  had  five  children.  He  was  born  Dec*  21,  1750* 

Zacheus  Hanchet,  sen  of  John  and  Lydia  (Hayward)  Hanchett* 

The  first  record  we  have  of  him  after  his  birth  record  which  is 
taken  from  the  files  at  Suffield  is  his  marriage  record,  also  there 
recorded.  It  will  be  noticed  that  he  married  Mary  Sikes  shortly  be¬ 
fore  his  nineteenth  birthday*  Zacheus  lived  and  died  at  Suffield, 
and  the  births  of  all  his  ten  children  are  there  recorded* 

He  was  chosen  Surveyor  of  highways  at  Suffield,  March  14,  1747-3? 
and  his  brother  John  Hanchet?  2nd,  served  with  him  on  the  same  board* 
He  is  termed  Zack  Hanchet  on  the  records,  which  is  evidently  the  name 
by  which  he  went  and  was  universally  known* 

He  appears  several  times  in  the  Suffield  deeds  and  these  could 
be  consulted  with  advantage*  In  Volume  1,  page  21,  John  Hanchet,  of 
Suffield,  Hampshire  County,  husbandman,  for  200  pounds  conveys  to  Zach 
Hanchet  of  Suffield,  husbandman*  This  is  dated  1747,  but  was  not 
recorded  until  June  15?  1751,  when  Suffield  had  become  a  part  of 
Connecticut  and  was  no  longer  in  Hampshire  Co.. Mass*  Vol.  1,  page  26, 
is  another  de’ed  purporting  to  be  by  Zacharias  Hanchet  of  Suffield, 
but  is  signed  Zachias,  showing  who  is  meant. 
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Zacheus  died  in  the  Fall  of  175$  in  the  39th  year  of  his  age, 
and  from  the  probate  proceedings  of  his  estate,  we  learn  of  his 
widow  and  children.  These  proceedings  were  held  at  Hartford  and 
not  at  Northampton,  as  had  been  the  case  shortly  before  when  Suf- 
field  was  reckoned  part  of  Massachusetts.  He  is  described  as  late 
of  Suf field  at  court  held  Nov.  20,  175$,  and  this  date  is  all  we 
have  to  go  by  to  determine  the  date  of  his  death.  Administration 
was  granted  to  his  widow  Mary,  who  gave  bond  with  John  Kanchet, 
of  Suf field.  This  must  have  been  Ensign  John,  the  brother  of  Zacheus, 
although  the  father  of  Zacheus,  John  was  still  living  but  very  old 
and  presumably  feeble.  Certainly  it  is  Ensign  John  who  is  referred 
to  in  the  later  guardianship  proceedings  as  the  father  John  Hanchet 
died  in  the  interval. 
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The  inventory  of  the  estate  was  taken  November  30,  175$,  by 
William  King,  Stephen  Remington  and  Thomas  Granger,  The 
continued  into  the  next  year  and  early  in  the  Spring 
young  Zacheus,  then  not  quite  of  age,  presented  an  i 
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father’s  estate.  Young  Za ch eus  was  made  coadministrator 
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Dec.  5,  1766,  John  Hanchett,  (the  Ensign)  was  made  guardian  of 
Seth,  son  of  Zacheus  and  aged  15,  and  at  this  time  also  Dec.  2,  dis¬ 
tribution  was  made  of  the  estate.  Two  years  later,  March  1$,  176$, 

John  Hanchett  was  made  guardian  of  Joseph,  son  of  Zacheus  and  more 
than  15  years  of  age . 

There  is  one  peculiar  feature  in  connection  with  the  children 
of  Zacheus  and  that  is  that  so  many  of  them  went  very  early  to  Salis¬ 
bury  and  Sharon  in  Litchfield  County.  Abiel  we  have  seen  married 
Daniel  Curtis  at  Sharon  in  1762  and  continued  to  live  there.  Sylvanus, 
who  was  only  12,  at  his  father’s  death,  we nt  from  Salisbury  to  Sharon 
in  1769,  being  then  only  24  years  of  age.  The  daughter  Mary  was 
married  to  John  Landon  and  was  living  in  Sharon  at  the  age  of  25, 
and  was  there  how  much  earlier  we  do  not  know.  She  was  not  put 
under  guardianship  with  the  rest  in  1762,  and  may  have  then  been 
married  and  in  Sharon.  The  four  younger  daughters,  Eunice,  Bulah, 
Huldah  and  Sibble  continued  at  Suffield  and  married  there.  But  the 
two  younger  sons,  Seth  and  Joseph,  both  went  to  some  early  date  to 
Salisbury,  although  as  we  hear  of  them  there  only  through  their 
deeds  or  real  estate,  we  have  no  notices  of  them  in  their  minority. 


We  woulc}  like  to  find  some  accounting  for  this  migration  to 
the  western  county  of  so  many  of  the  children  of  Zacheus  at  so  early 
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a  time*  All  were  minors  at  their  father vs  death,  but  Zacheus  was 
past  his  twentieth  birthday e  The  guardianship  had  to  do  with  their 
property  interests  and  not  to  personal  care  and  education*  The  family 
was  large  and  the  mother  remarried  soon*  A  division  of  the  family 
seems  probable *  If  so.,  it  was  natural  that  the  mother  should  retain 
by  her  the  younger  children*  This  continued  for  a  few  years  at  least* 
The  mother  hers elf did  not  long  survive*  She  was  not  living  in  1777 s 
but  I  think  she  died  much  earlier  than  that,  which  would  hasten  the 
dissolution  of  the  family*  The  attraction  at  Salisbury  was  probably 
the  fact  that  Zacheus brothers  Ebenezer  and  Joseph  Hanchet  had 
settled  there  and  also  Hester,  his  sister,  who  had  married  Timothy 
Burbank*  Joseph  had  recently  married,  but  as  far  as  we  can  learn,  had 
but  one  child  Oliver*  The  other  two  had  houses  full  of  children* 

We  might  then  think  of  it  in  this  way.  The  two  elder  sisters 
got  husbands  early  and  made  homes  of  their  own*  As  they  married  at 
Sharon,  it  seems  probable  that  they  went  to  Salisbury  soon  after 
their  father Ss  death  and  married  into  the  neighboring  town*  Young 
Zacheus  was  able  to  shift  for  himself  and  perhaps  took  his  fat her 
farm*  The  sons  Sylvanus,  Seth  and  Joseph  may  have  lived  with  their 
Uncle  Joseph  for  less  likely  in  the  more  crowded  households  cf  their 
Uncle  Ebenezer  or  Aunt  Hester*  Or  they  might  have  lived  with  their 
married  sisters*  They  report,  however,  from  Salisbury  m  the  first 
instance  and  not  from  Sharon*  I  think,  however,  they  were  still 
minors  when  they  went  to  Salisbury. 

The  four  youngest  daughters  seem  to  have  been  taken  care  cf  at 
Suffield*  There  besides  their  father-in-law  they  had  their  Uncle 
John,  the  two  married  Aunts  Lydia  and  Hannah,  and  their  eldest  bro¬ 
ther  Zacheus*  Ezra  had  died  about  the  same  time  as  their  own  father 
and  his  widow  had  married  again*  Of  all  the  possibilities,  it  would 
seem  that  it  was  with  the  Uncle  John  chat  they  found  their  heme* 

There  are  two  deeds  on  record  at  Suffield  which  are  particularly 
helpful  in  getting  a  trace  of  the  children  cf  Zacheus,  particularly 
the  daughters*  One  of  these  we  have  already  given  a  full  abstract 
under  John  (15 )«  This  was  in  177$  and  mentions  the  children  of 
Zacheus  as  heirs  of  John  Hanchett  along  with  their  uncles  and  aunts, 
they  being  so  by  reaon  of  the  premature  death  of  their  father  Zacheus* 
This  list  includes  John  and  Mary  Landen,  Eunice  and  Elias  Harmon, 

Abiel  and  Daniel  Curtis,  Ebenezer  and  Huldah  Sheldon,  Sylvanus 
Hanchett,  but  not  the  sons  Zacheus,  Seth  and  Joseph* 

The  other  deed  was  from  Sylvanus  Hanchett,  Joseph  Hanchett, 

Daniel  Curtis,  Abiel,  his  wife,  John  Landen  and  Mary  his  wife*  all 
of  Sharon,  Litchfield  Co*,  Ct*  for  100  pounds  to  Zacheus  Hanchett 
of  Springfield  by  quitclaim  deed,  all  right  to  the  home  in  Suffield 
that  did  belong  to  the  widow  Mary  Granger  and  was  set,  out  to  her  in 
the  distribution  of  the  estate  of  Zacheus  Hanchett,  late  cf  Suffield, 
deceased  as  her  thirds  in  the  real  estate  cf  said  Zacheus.  Dated 
March  22,  1777 «  Signed  among  others  by  Joseph  Hanchett,  Jun»  ack* 
same  day  by  some  of  the  grantors  and  by  Joseph  Hanchett  and  Mary 
Landon  at  Cornwall,  Litchfield  Co.,  on  March  24*  Rec.  Oct*  26,  17&0* 
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From  this  last  deed  we  learn  that  the  Mother  Mary  Granger  had 
died.  How  long  before  this  we  do  not  know.  Joseph  also  should  be 
noted  as  signing  Joseph  Jr.  ,  the  senior  Joseph  being  his  uncle  who 
lived  in  Salisbury. 

Of  the  daughter  Abiel  we  have  the  marriage  from  the  Sharon  rec. 
she  being  then  of  Suf field,  to  Daniel  Curtice  of  Sharon,  Jan.  7,  1762. 
She  became  the  mother  of  a  large  family  of  children,  one  of  whom 
born  Dec.  14,  1766,  was  named  Zacheus  Hanchett  Curtice.  The  records 
of  Sharon  show  no  notice  of  the  death  of  Abiel  Curtice  or  her  hus¬ 
band,  nor  are  we  helped  by  the  very  fill  published  records  of  the 

tombstone  records  which  of  the  Curtice  family  show  only  the  death 

of  the  son  Seth  in  infancy.  It  would  seem  to  give  ground  to  the 
belief  that  the  Curtice  family  removed  from  Sharon.  j 

Regarding  the  second  daughter  Mary,  we  find  no  record  of  her 
marriage  to  John  Landen  and  we  know  of  it  only  by  the  two  deeds 
above,  mentioned  the  earliest  being  dated  in  1777*  .  From  this  deed 
it  appears  also  that  these  two  were  then  of  Sharon.  We  find  abso¬ 
lutely  no  trace  of  them  in  the  published  Sharon  records  or  the  grave¬ 

stone  records  there  or  at  Salisbury. 

Of  the  fourth  daughter  Beulah  we  learn  from  the  Suffield  re¬ 
cords  that  she  married  Oliver  Granger  June  25,  1772.  and  had  by  him 
eleven  children.  That  she  was  born  Nov.  30,  1749,  and  died  Nov.  IS, 
1S16.  He  died  October  23,  1817,  aged  71.  From  the  Granger  Book  we 
learn  that  Oliver  Granger,  son  of  John,  was  born  June  20,  1747,  at 
Suffield  and  died  Oct.  23,  1817,  there.  Married  June  25,  1772  to 
Beulah,  dau.  of  Zacheus  Hanchett  of  Suffield.  She  was  born  Nov.  30, 
1749,  and  died  Nov.  15,  lSl6.  They  lived  at  Suffield.  Their  dau. 

Lucy  married  John  Wilks  Hanchett,  and  after  her  death  John  Wilks 
Hanchett  married  a  younger  daughter,  Margaret,  born,  March  1,  1790, 
and  died  March  30,  1880. 

Of  the  Daughter  Huldah  we  have  taken  her  record  from  the  Suffield 
records  including  the  tombstone  record  which  reads  "In  Memory  of  Mrs. 

Huldah,  wife  of  Capt.  Ebenezer  Sheldon,  who  died  May  28,  1791  in 
the  36th  year  of  her  age." 

The  record  of  the  daughter  Sibble  as  given  is  taken  as  to  her 
birth  from  the  Suffield  records  and  the  rest  from  the  King  Book. 

The  records  of  the  sons  of  Zacheus  will  be  given  under  separate 

notices. 

38.  EZRA  (Thomas^  John2  John^ )  u 

Ezra,  son  of  John  and  Lydia  (Hayward)  Hanchett,  was  born  at 
Suffield,  May  29,  1721,  and  died  there  Ncv.  10,  175$*  He  married  at 
Suffield  April  lo,  1754  Abigail  Coe,  Daughter  of  Joseph^  John^ 

Robert2  Robert  .  She  was  born  at  -  and  died  Sept.  20,  1789 • 

They  had  three  children.  She  married  second,  Charles  Granger  at 
Suffield,  May  29,  1760,  and  had  by  him  six  children.  He  survived 
her  and  married  Abigail  Adams.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  male 
line  of  Ezra  Hanchett Ts  decendants  became  extinct  in  two  generations. 


bs/1  *t©gnB*iO  tjibM  -ieridcM  9rid  d£rid  msuX  ©w  b9©b  deBX  airid  (Sen'S 

ofl  slonu  sirl  a  *  riqs  L»  loin  ■:  u  ,  .n  »  -1,  *don  • 

.XnjudeiXBS  ni  bovXX 

on  nonfiri8  ©rid  monl  93*X'n*ffi  9rid  evBri  9*»  X©idA  TsdrigirBb  arid  O 

V  tnonsrie  lc  *oxdnuO  Island  cd  bl^llTurS  lo  nrrid  ;an.::©d  erie 

rictfw  lo  eao  cflnbi£rf9  lo  vXXmnl  jin  si  £  o  w.-foat  srid  ©,-flfi  ^d  sri8 
.©oidnnO  ddsrioafiH  su^rh-S  bapen  esw  ,ddVX  tAX  .o©G  nod 
-  x/ri  *19x1  no  iolJiu 0  XotdA  lo  rfd£©b  ©*  d  lo  eoxdon  ox:  woris  nonariS  lc 
abnooon  bsriaXXdnq  XXXI  \i*v  ©rid  vd  b©ql©r.  ©w  an©  non  ,bnad 
yX;io  worie.  \Li  t  9oi:u0  si  X  io  rfotriw  abnooen  ortodedfnod 

. :ion»i8  onl  bevc.-^n  \XX  ©oxdnijO  ©rid  d^rid  leiXod 

* 

if.  0091  on  hnll  9w  cX^^1  nedr’gnsb  bnooea  9rid  gn.tfcnB  i.-5' 

best  3/.;L  uonS  . .  7VVX  :fc  b9ds •»  :  '  J  da© Ilizt  ©rid  benoidn©  ,©vod£ 

rdri  ^d  b£ri  bnn  S\\ 2  C$S  «nwU  *xa  |n>  D  nevIXO  baXm  erie  dsrid  ebnoo 

a ©1  bX trie  nr/ ©I e 

.XX  bi  c  ,7  X  ,  ££  nedodoO  boil  ©H 

:ica  tn©gn6n0  noviXO  dxrid  nnssf 
. ©nertd  tTlSX  « £S  .d;0  boib  hi*,  blei  1 ud 

erilXW  nriol  rfdeeb  nori  n>dlB  bru.  ,dd©rfon;iH  erillW  nriob  taxnnfira  TfcOUJ 
,OPVJ  .X  non  I  ,  rr.  od  .  de  i .n -d.  u  n©3«iJJO\  £  a Him  d.r©/i  onari 

.0813 X  t0C  rioi£  1  bslb  bns 

odd  monl  bnoosn  nori  n©3. *u  ©v  ri  -w  riBbXnH  n©d  yj&G  *rid 
nM  lo  vnoaeM  tl*  sb©©*!  rioiriw  bnooon  enodedmod  9rid  gnibi/XonX  abnooen 
nl  Xr-VX  tBS  \bA  b©Xb  oriw  tnob.  ori8  i  s©n©d2  *dq.O  Xo  ©IX.v  frl£bXt/H 

w.©gB  n»rio  1B9X  riddC  ©rid 

lerl  od  3f  naalBd  ex  nsvi  JB  «  do  *is  .tr.  u  .» b  ©i  t  ,o  b*ioo©*i  ©..  T 

„jloo  gnx}f  ©rid  mo'll  d  .  n  v;  3  tu^  .  ':  ooi  tX©t  'uj8  ©rid  raoil  rid'ild 
>d£-iBq©s  isbctu  neviq  ©d  XX xw  ac©j  dbX  io  ?j n o c  ©rid  lo  abaooea  ©ri' 

•esoldon 

(^nrict  tirioU  ‘eranoriT)  AHS3  .8C 

dB  mod  es%  . dd-rionsH  (biBw^BH)  Bib^J  briB  nrio  lo  not  ♦Bid 
3  091-116  r  c- :  .  'X  t OX  voU  ei  •  d  bslb  baa  t  XSVX  , A?S  JJ  X  IVzv'l 
^nriol*  nlcotDli  lo  :adr guxx  , ©oO  XifiixdA  51  t  >X  ixiq^  X©illx»'8 

♦  98VX  ,0S  .dc  ©8  i;©ib  brxB - -  di,  mod  aBw  ©ri£  .Adn©dofl  -doadofl 

da  jnnO  2©X*x6riO  tbnoo©s  baimfiru  ©rit  •Jirxbi.ril  i  wti  ’  yd  \©riT 
bsvtvTija  ©H  .  nsi bX trio  xxe  miri  x^  bsri  bn  ,0d  X  X  yb*!  tbx©X_lx.w 
el£m  ©rid  dxrid  b© don  ©d  bXjuoris  dl  .an.  xX  1  d  \  trins m  bns  i- -1 
snoidsnsns  ]  owd  nx  donidx©  ©r  D9d  e  j/. i>b.J90©b  e  'dd  xionBH  oi&l'  lo  ©nil 


-49- 


FIFTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Ezra  and  Abigail  (Coe)  Hanchett 
7&.  Rhoda,  born  at  Suffield,  May  1755®  She  married  Gideon  Adams. 
She  died  perhaps  at  Rome,  N.  Y. 

79®  Abigailj  born  at  Suffield,  May  10,  1757®  She  married  Amos  Noble, 
son  of  John  Noble. 

SO.  EZRA,  born  at  Suffield,  Dec.  15,  175$®  See  his  line  further. 

Concerning  Ezra,  son  of  John  and  Lydia  Hanchet,  it  is  important 
to  note,  that  his  maie  line  became  extinct.  His  son  Ezra  married 
and  raised  a  family  including  bot>  <=nns  and  daughters,  but  all  of 
.  these  remained  bachelors  and  spinsters «  Through  the  line  of  his 
daughters  Rhoda  and  Abigail  there  were  descendants  who  left  in  turn 
issue,  but  as  their  line  is  not  ofpthe  Hanchett  name,  we  do  not 
follow  them. 

The  birth  and  death  of  Ezra  we  have  taken  from  the  Suf field 
records,  also  his  marriage  to  Abigail  Coe  and  her  remarriage  after 
his  death  to  Charles  Granger. 

We  have  good  reason  to  believe  that  Ezra  took  the  original 
Deacon  Hanchet  home  lot  in  Suffield,  and  passed  it  on  to  his  son 
Ezra  whence  it  came  upon  the  death  of  all  the  latter -s  children 
without  issue  to  the  last  survivor  of  the  Miss  Betsey  Hanchet  whose 
mention  of  it  in  her  will  is  clear  and  positive.  We  get  some  hint 
of  how  this  came  about  from  David  Hanchett 7 s  History  of  the  Hanchett 
Speaking  of  John  (15)  the  latter  says,  "Previous  to  his  death  he 
made  arrangements  with  a  son  for  his  own  and  for  his  wifeJs  support. 
After  his  death  the  son  died  before  the  mother  and  the  son?s  widow 
married  a  second  time  and  the  papers  became  missing  for  her  (Lydia 
Hayward)  Hanchet 9 s  support  and  she  was  turned  out  of  house  and  heme. 
Her  son  John  then  took  her  to  his  home  and  with  his  brother  Joseph 
supported  her."  There  are  two  possibilities  to  which  son  is 
meant,  it  resting  between  Ezra  and  Zacheus,  who  both  died  within 
a  few  months  or  we^ks  of  each  otherm  and  whose  widows  both  shortly 
remarried  and  singularly  both  married  Grangers.  There  are,  however, 
means  for  coming  to  a  good  conclusion  as  to  which  is  referred  to. 

The  estate  of  John  was  never  offered  for  probate  (doubtless  because 
of  this  ante-mortem  settlement  and  arrangement  for  support.)  This 
agreement  for  support  is  probably  not  recorded  with  the  deeds  as  it 
was  missing  at  the  time  it  was  needed.  However,  the  deeds  should  be 
carefully  examined  for  such  a  document.  The  support,  of  course, 
would  be  had  at  the  old  homestead  on  High  Street  and  the  arrangement 
doubtless  included  that  the  son  live  at  the  home  and  take  care  of 
the  old  folks  and  in  return  take  the  property  after  their  death, 
and  in  the  quotation  from  David  Hanchett  just  referred  to,  it 
speaks  of  Lydia  as  being  turned  out  of  house  and  home,  language 
ordinarily  applicable  to  the  house  and  home  which  had  been  hers. 

Now  this  homestead  loy  is  found  in  J»ter  years  in  the  possession 
of  the  son  of  Ezra,  Ezra  Jr.,  and  later  in  the  possession  of  Ezra 
Jr.!s  Sisters  also  his  heirs.  The  son  John,  the  oldest  boy,  did  not 
get  the  homestead  for  David  Hanchett  says  of  him  that  he  left  the 
old  home  and  built  a  new  home  in  West  Suffield,  then  native  forest. 
The  arrangement  seems  to  have  been  a  poor  one  for  Ezra  died  not  only 
before  his  mother  Lydia,  but  also  three  years  before  the  father,  Joh 
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We  know  very  little  of  Ezra  beyond  this.  He  died  as  stated 
in  1753  and  was  then  only  37  years  old.  His  estate  was  administered 
at  Hartford  the  (then)  probate  center,.  The  widow  Abigail  was  made 
administratrix  and  gave  bond  with  her  brother-in-law,  John  Hanchett, 
although  the  father-in-law,  John,  was  still  living  and  may  be  the 
one  meant,  he  was,  however,  very  old  and  feeble .  This  was  April  19, 
1759 i  and  all  are  described  as  of  Suffieldo  The  inventory  was  by 
Joseph  Lovitt,  Dudley  Kent  and  John  Hanchetto  Distribution  was  made 
of  the  estate  March  11,  1762,  and  reported  at  a  court  held  Feb.  18,. 
1773 . 


Various  guardianship  proceedings  are  recorded  of  the  three  minor 
children,  the  eldest  of  whom  Rhoda  was  only  three  at  her  father's 
death,  and  the  youngest,  Ezra,  was  a  posthumous  child.  Capt.  Aaron 
Hitchcock,  of  Suf field,  was  appointed  guardian  of  Rhoda,  Abigail 
and  Ezra  Hanchett,  minors  under  seven,  children  of  Ezra  Hanchett, 
late  of  Suffieldo  He  promised  bond  given  as  the  law  directed  and 
Ebenezer  Hanchet,  of  Salisbury,  in  the  county  of  Litchfield,  appeared 
before  the  court  and  acknowledged  himself  bond  to  the  judge  for  300 
pounds,  Apr.  29  ?  1761.  The  next  item  states  that  Capt-.  Aaron  Hitch¬ 
cock  is  discharged  of  the  trust  on  account  of  not  having  been  cited. 
There  seems  to  have  been  no  appointment  in  place  of  this*  but  Sept. 
16,  17753  Ezra  Hanchett,  minor,  16  years  of  age,  named  John  Levit , 
his  guardian. 

We  have  further  reference  to  the  children  of  Ezra  in  disposing 
of  their  inherited  property  in  the  deed  of  Feb.  24,  1778,  to  which 
we  have  alluded  several  times.  The  two  daughters  signed  by  maiden 
names  showing  them  both  then  unmarried,  and  the  son  Ezra  signed 
although  not  quite  21.  Also  we  find  the  signature  of  their  aunt 
Ester  Burbank,  and  the  signatures  of  most  of  their  cousins  children 
of  their  Uncle  Zacheus,  who  had  died  about  the  same  time  as  their  own 
father.  The  grantee  was  their  Uncle  John  Hanchett  and  the  deed  was 
by  them  as  heirs  of  John , Hanchett  (15)° 

We  have  not  the  date  of  the  marriage  of  the  eldest  daughter 
Rhoda,  although  the  Suffield  records  say  that  she  married  Gideon 
Adams.  Referring  to  these  Adamses,  they  are  referred  tc  in  the 
will  of  Betsey  Hanchett,  the  last  possessor  of  the  Horae  Lot  of  Dea. 
Thomas,  who,  her  brothers  and  sisters  all  having  died  without  issue, 
was  obliged  to  let  the  property  go  out  of  the  Hanchett  name.  She 
wills  it  to  her  kinsman,  "Silas  Adams,  of  Rome,  Oneida  County,  in 
the  State  of  New  York."  This  Silas  was  evidently  the  son  of  Betsey  s 
Aunt  Rhoda  Adams,  and  not  later  descendants  of  Rhoda,  for  Betsey 
goes  in  to  refer  to  Silas’s  children  and  grandchildren,  expressing 
the  hope  that  one  of  them  would  take  the  Hanchett  name  and  occupy 
the  old  farm.  This  condition  was  not  made  obligatory  and  was  not 
followed,  and  shortly  after  Betsey’s  death  the  Home  Lot  of  Deacon 
Thomas  was  sold  out  of  the  line  of  Deacon  Thomas. 

The  marriage  of  the  second  daughter  Abigail  is  given  as  to  Ames, 

-  son  of  John  Noble,  on  the  Suffield  records  without  date  given.  From 
the  Noble  Genealogy  we  take,  however,  these  particulars.  Amos  (son 
of  John  Noble,  son  of  Mark)  born  in  Westfield,  Mass.,  April  1756, 
and  married  May  10,  1780,  Abigail  Hanchet,  born  May  10th,  1757, 
daughter  of  Ezra  Hanchet.  Amos  was  a  farmer  in  Southwick,  Mass.,  and 
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died  there  Dec»  5 ,  1834,  age  78.  She  died  in  So-uthwiek,  August  12, 
1836,  age  69 .  They  had  no  children.  Amos  had  a  son  Timothy  born 
April  65  1758,  who  married  Sally  Taylor.  These  two  liable  brothers 
were  markedly  attached  to  one  another.  They  were  neighbors  also  cf 
Thomas  Hanchett s  of  S outhwi ck ,  (44'  and  after  his  death  Timothy  was 
named  by  two  of  Thomas ?  children  for  their  guardian. 

Of  the  widow,  Abigail  Hanchet,  what  we  have  of  her  is  taken 
directly  from  the  Suffield  Records ,  which  give  four  generations  of 
her  Coe  ancestry. 


In  the  Massachusetts  Archives  of  the  French  and  Indian  /Mrs 
we  find  the  following  services  of  Ezra  (38). 


Ezra  Hanch.it  appears  on  a  list  dated  May  27 .  1747 ,  of  So 
belonging  to  Capt .  Kings  Co.  who  were  sent  on  an  expedition  t 
(Hoosac)  under  Ensign  Ezekial  Bis  sell  and  proceeded  as  far  a.; 
field,  with  amounts  due  for- said  service.  Three  days  from  tb 
of  setting  cut  t  ,  come  of  arrival  home.  Reported  to  have  foe 
visions  for  himself  and  horse. 


filers, 
u  Hus suck 
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39.  JOSEPH  (Thomao'  John2  Jchr> 


Joseph  Hanchet v,  sen  of  John  and  Lydia  (Hayward)  Hanchet t,  was 
born  in  Suffield 3  Ctu;.  August  12,  1723.  He  died  at  Suffield,  Ct. 
Dec.  8,  1801.  (Suf .  Rec.  j  There  Is  no  record  of  his  marriage  un¬ 
less  it  be  the  following  taken  from  the  Salisbury  Records.  John 
Hanchet,  of  Salisbury,  and  Mrs.  Sarah  Thornton  an  Salisbury,  Sept, 


i  c;  + 


28,  1759.  As  the  writer  believed  that  he  had  a  complet* 
all  Hanchetts  in  America  at  that  early  date  and  could  not  find 
this  John  Hanchett  among  the  number,  he  was  forced  to  choose  be¬ 
tween  two  beliefs,  that  this  John  Hanchett  was  a  new  arrival  in  the 
country  or  that  the  entry  was  a  mistake.  To  make  sure  cf  the  act¬ 
uality  of  the  record-  he  caused  it  to  be  again  investigated  and  it 
was  found  that  it  sc  appeared  upon  the  books.  At  the  time  cf  this 
event,  1759 ,  there  had  been  but  28  male  individuals  of  the  name  of 
Hanchett  of  the  line  cf  Deacon  Thomas  born,  with  the  exception  of  a 
few  who  were  known  to  have  died  in  infancy.  Of  these  twenty-eight 
but  four  were  of  the  name  of  John.  Deacon  John  was  dead  and  his  son 
John  was  alive  but  married  to  Lydia  Hayward  who  survived  him,  Lieut. 
John  was  living  in  Suffield  with  his  wife,  Mary  Sheldon.  Their  son 
John  died  March  1? .  1759,  about  six  months  before  the  marriage  record, 
There  was  therefore  no  John  Hanchett  of  Dea.  Thomas’  line  to  whom  the 
record  could  refer.  Even  if  it  were  to  be  supposed  that  the  record 
was  mistaken  only  as  to  the  year  and  the  John  who  died  in  1759  was 
the  one,  we  have  then  to  set  against  this  the  high  improbability  of 
so  young  a  man,  he  was  23  at  his  death,  going  to  Salisbury,  marrying 
a  widow  and  dying  shortly  after  in  Suffield.  Such  a  supposition  is 
not  to  be  entertained.  That  this  John  was  of  the  Boston  line  is  also 
excluded,  for  of  them  there  were  but  three  sons,  the  son  John  died 
at  an  early  age.  Sons  Peter  and  Thomas  left  no  male  issue.  That 
line  b  ecame  extinct.  Supposing  that  the  error  in  the  record,  if  it 
were  such,  were  in  the  name  and  that  it  was  not  John  but  some  other 
name.  Who  among  the  living  Hanchetts  were  possible?  Of  the  twenty- 
eight  who  outlived  infancy  there  were  but  21  living  at  this  time, 
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with  the  very  probable  exception  of  Samuel  Hanchett  of  Westfield, 
whom  we  have  for  good  reasons  supposed  to  have  died  young „  How 
should  he  come  to  be  at  Salisbury,  if  living?  Ebenezer  Hanchett, 
the  great  grandson  of  Deacon  Thomas  had  gone  to  Salisbury  in  18A5, 
and  founded  there  a  prolific  line  of  Hanchetts,  but  it  is  unlikely 
that  he  should  have  attracted  thither  a  Hanchett  of  the  Westfield 
branch.  The  name  Samuel  could  hardly  have  been  miswritten  for  John. 
The  supposition  that  this  John  Hanchet  who  married  Sarah  Thornton 
was  Samuel  of  Westfield  is  untenable.  Of  the  remaining  twenty,  five 
were  married  men  at  this  time,  1759.  Of  the  remaining  fifteen, 
nine  were  under  sixteen  years  of  age  at  this  time.  Five  of  the 
.  remaining  six  were  between  the  ages  of  eighteen  and  twenty-two. 

None  of  them  were  known  to  have  been  in  Salisbury  and  all  got  wives 
in  the  next  few  years.  Their  lines  are  all  familiar  and  if  they  had 
married  before,  it  would  have  been  known.  But  one  of  these  was  of 
Salisbury,  Amos,  son  of  Ebenezer,  who  married  Hannah  Hanley  in  l?6l 
and  left  a  numerous  line.  None  of  them  would  have  been  likely  to 
marry  a  widow  at  that  age. 

The  only  other  possibility  is  Joseph  Hanchett,  born  Aug.  12. 

1723.  We  have  no  record  of  his  marriage  unless  this  is  the  one.  He 
was  at  the  time  thirty- six  years  of  age.  which  renders  his  marriage 
to  a  widow  not  sc  vastly  impossible  as  in  the  case  of  youths  just 
come  of  age.  We  do -net  know  of  him  being;  in  Salisbury,  but  we  know 
that  his  brother  Ebenezer  had  long  been  there  and  the  place  for  that 
reason  may  have  appealed  to  him.  Moreover,  the  name  Joseph  is  one 
which  could  be  easily  miswritten  John,  the  first  two  letters  being 
identical.  We  think  then  it  may  be  taken  for  granted  that  of  the 
six  unmarried  Hanchetts  living  at  this  time.  Joseph  is  the  only  one 
to  whom  the  record  could  vdoh  any  possibility  attach  to  him  with  a 
very  considerable  probability. 

Further  concerning  this  Joseph,  we  have  little  inform  ticn. 

The  writer  has  personally  searched  the  records  of  Suf field,  dartf'ord: 
Springfield,  West  Springfield,  Westfield,  and  Northampton  and  find 
but  little  of  him.  Geo.  E.  .Hanchett  of  Sparta,  Wisconsin,  in  search¬ 
ing  the  Salisbury  branch,  had  transcripts  made  of  the  records  at 
Salisbury.  Much  of  this  he  has  communicated  to  the  writer;  possibly 
all.  He  gives  no  information  of  this  Joseph,  but  does  give  the  item 
of  the  marriage  to  Sarah  Thornton.  In  a  sketch  of  the  Hanchetts 
made  by  David  Hanchett  born  October  8,  1820.  which  the  writer  has, 
he  mentions  that  after  the  death  of  Joseph’s  father  John,  the  mother 
Lydia  Hayward,  then  a  very  old  lady,  was  taken  to  her  son  John’s 
home  and  supported  there  wit h  the  help  of  Joseph,  this  was  in  1761 
to  1777  and  was  in  Suffield.  This  may  or  may  not  indicate  that 
Joseph  was  gain  in  Suffield.  In  1771,  Joseph’s  brother  John  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  other  Hanchett  heirs  a  quitclaim  deed  and  Joseph 
signed  with  the  others.  There  is  some  danger  of  confusing  this 
Joseph  with  Joseph’s  nephew  Joseph,  the  son  of  Zacheus,  who  was 
born  in  1753.  He  was  at  one  time  of  Salisbury  and  while  there  married 
Mary  Sprague  of  Sharon.  There  is  on  the  Suffield  deeds  one  from 
Joseph  Hanchett,  second  of  Salisbury;  this  was  1775,  and  clearly  re¬ 
fers  to  the  Joseph  of  Salisbury  who  married  Mary  Sprague,  but  it  also 
seems  to  show  that  there  was  another  Joseph  there,  an  older  man,  and 
that  this  was  Joseph,  the  uncle. 
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The  records  of  the  town  of  Panton  and  Middlebury,  Vermont,  which 
was  settled  by  Salisbury  men,  contain  the  names  of  Joseph,  Zacheus 
and  Ebenezer  Hanchett.  Also  an  Amos  Hanchett,  of  Benton  Hanchett’s 
line*  It  is  impossible  to  tell  which  of  the  two  Josephs  is  meant 
although  both  might  be  referred  to.  Probably  neither  actually  made 
a  settlement  there,  but  simply  petition  for  p rants. 


Joseph  died  Dec,  8,  1801 s  and  his  estate  was  offered  for  probate 
by  Oliver  Hanchett ,  Feb.  19,  1802.  No  heirs  are  mentioned  and  the 
deceased  is  referred  to  as  of  Suffield.  The  Oliver  Hanchett  was  the 
celebrated  Capt  .  Oliver  Hanchett  of  revolutionary  fame,  and  was 
.  JosephTs  nephew.  The  fact  that  his  estate  was  not  proved  by  a  descendant 
and  that  no  descendants  are  mentioned  is  evidence  that  Joseph  left  no 
living  issue.  When  Sarah  Thornton^  died  is  not  known,  but  we  know  that 
she  was  not  mentioned  in  the  probate  of  the  estate,  which  was  incon¬ 
siderable.  Being  a  widow  at  the  time  of  her  marriage  renders  it 
probable  that  she  was  advanced  beyond  extreme  youth  and  makes  the 
probability  of  issue  less.  Probably  Joseph  alone  and  without  children 
returned  to  Suffield  to  spend  his  last  years  with  his  nephew  Oliver. 

We  have  been  thus  careful  to  outline  his  history  that  we  may 
determine  as  far  as  possible  the  ending  of  a  male  line  in  the  family 
history.  We  shall  then  assume  that  the  line  of  Joseph  ends  with  him. 


Since  writing  the  preceding  some  new  light  has  been  thrown  on 
the  life  of  Joseph  Hanchett,  son  of  John  &  Lydia  Hayward,  which  must 
cause  some  modification  in  our  previous  statements.  Judge  Henry 
send  the  following  which  was  looked  up  for  him  by  a  genealogist  cf 
Pittsfield.  "In  1748,  he,  (Ebenezer  Hanchett)  was  one  of  the  owners 
of  Lamb 1 s  Forge,  with  Timothy  Burbank.  Thomas  Austin  and  Joseph  Han¬ 
chett."  The  Lamb 7 s  Forge  referred  to  was  in  Salisbury  Ct.  Joseph 
Hanchett  was  then  the  only  one  of  that  name  in  existence,  the  records 
being  complete  as  far  as  this  day.  The  Ebenezer  Hanchett  was  his  bro¬ 
ther,  the  Ancestor  of  most  of  the  Salisbury  Hanchetts.  Timothy  Pur- 

bank,  was  perhaps  the  one  who  married  Ester  Hanchett,  in  1733,  she 
being  the  sister  of  Ebenezer  and  Joseph.  However,  the  item  is  of 
chief  importance  in  established  what  we  had  only  before  by  conjecture, 
that  Joseph  Resided  at  Salisbury.  He  was  with  his  Brother  Ebenezer, 
one  of  the  iron  workers  of  the  town,  an  industry  which  has  since  con¬ 
tinued  in  the  family.  This  confirmatory  matter  lends  added  weight  to 
the  supposition  that  it  was  Joseph  who  married  the  widow  Sarah  Thorn¬ 
ton. 

The  other  item  is  found  on  the  Sharon  records  and  reads s  Oliver 
Hanchet  and  Demaris  Grammon,  both  of  Sharon,  married  Feb.  8,  178? . 

We  have  never  been  able  to  find  a  place  for  this  Oliver  in  our  gene¬ 
alogy.  Our  records  are  now  so  complete  that  we  are  able  without 
difficulty  to  determine  that  he  could  have  been  none  other  than  the 
son  of  Joseph  and  Sarah  (Thornton)  Hanchett.  This  Oliver  must  have 
been  born  about  1762.  We  have  no  records  of  his  birth,  but  that 
might  easily  be  at  a  time  when  records  were  imperfect.  The  marriage 
to  Sarah  Thornton  was  in  the  Fall  of  1759?  which  would  agree  well 
with  the  supposition.  But  if  Joseph  was  not  the  father,  then  who 
was?  We  assign  the  paternity  of  Oliver  to  Joseph  not  because  such 
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assignment  would  be  consistent  with  the  fact,  but  because  no  other 
assignable  parentage  is  sc  consistent,.  We  have  then  to  inquire  who 
would  be  eligible  as  parents  of  this  Oliver,  and  we  find  that  the 
evidence  is  all  before  us;  that  is,  there  are  no  missing  Hanchetts 
whose  families  we  do  not  know  of  at  this  period  of  the  birth  of 
Oliver,,  On  the  Suf field  Line  such  parent  would  have  to  be  found 
among  the  children  of  John  Hanchet  and  Lydia  Hayward,  or  their  grand¬ 
children.  The  children  were  John,  Ebenezer,  Zacheus,  Ezra  and  Joseph, 
The  families  of  all  of  these  are  well  known  and  contain  no  Oliver 
except  Capt .  Oliver, 
some  were  old  enough 


John,  Ebenezer,  Zacheus, 
are  well  known  and 
who  married  Rachel  Gillet.  Of  the  grandchildren 
to  become  the  parents  of  this  Oliver.  Such 


were  Amos,  son  of  Ebenezer,  John,  Luke,  Capt.  Oliver  and  David,  sons 
of  Lieut.  John.  Zacheus  and  Sylvanus,  son  of  Zacheus.  Amos  had 
children  at  about  the  time  of  the  birth  of  this  Oliver,  but  none 
were  Oliver.  John,  died  unmarried;  Luke  had  no  children  of  that 
name.  Capt.  Oliver’s  Oliver  was  Oliver  Cromwell  and  was  not  born 
until  1732.  David’s  children  were  known  and  among  them  none  of  the 
name.  Zacheus,  Jr,  had  no  Oliver.  Sylvanus  had  an  Oliver,  but  who 
was  born  in  1789°  There  is  no  further  opportunity  for  inquiry  in 

and 


suppose 

there 


the  line  of  Dea.  John.  Dea.  Thomas 2  son  Thomas,  had  Thomas 
Samuel.  Of  these,  Thomas  had  only  Thomas.,  but  Samuel  had  Samue 
1724,  Moses,  1741»  Thomas^  had  in  turn  only  Thomas.  Samuel,  we 
to  have  died  young,  as  we  never  hear  of  him  afterward,  although 
was  little  migrating  in  his  time.  The  father  of  Samuel  died  in 
and  does  not  mention  him,  and  if  he  nad  married  and  had  a  son  Oil 
living  (not  long  born)  this  would  be  hardly  probable.  Therefore, 
Samuel  is  excluded.  Moses’  children  are  known  and  contain  no  Olivers 
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ir 


branches  the  Westfield  and  the  Suffield,  it  is 
former  got  as  far  as  Sharon  or 
there,  but  hear  of  them  con- 

give  a  branch 
as  well  as 


Regarding  the  two 
highly  improbable  that  any  of  the 
Salisbury.  We  never  hear  of  them 
tinually  in  and  about  Westfield.  The  Suf field  line  did 
to  Salisbury.  We  know  that  Ebenezer  (36)  settled  there 


the  children  of  his  son  Zacheus „ 
that  of  all  the  descendants  of  Dea9 
one  who  could  have  had  such  a  son 
of  argument  to  the  above  that  he 


and  his  brother  Joseph 
Thomas,  Joseph  (39) 

,  we  know  also  by  a  similar  line 
is  the  only  one  who  could  have 


We  have  seen 
is  the  only 


married  the  widow  Sarah  Thornton,  and  we  have  now  established  that 
this  Oliver  must  have  been  the  fruit  of  that  marriage. 

The  will  of  this  Joseph  is  at  Hartfoed,  Ct.  and  the  writer  thinks 
that  he  examined  it.  The  only  note  that  he  preserved  was  that  the 
executor  was  Oliver  Hanchet ,' whom  he  took  to  be  Capt.  Oliver  of 
Suf field.  H  e  now  believes  that  the  Oliver  was  none  other  than  Oliver-, ^ 
the  son  of  Joseph  and  the  natural  heir  of  his  property,  and  his  natural 
executor,  Capt.  Oliver  being  but  a  nephew. 

The  following  is  written  in  pen  and  ink  at  this  place  in  the 
letter  press  copybook  in  my  hand.  JTH. 

From  letter  of  John  Harmon  written  April  30,  1867,  Ravenna, 

Ohio,  we  quote,  ”A11  of  the  Hanchetts  of  whom  I  have  any  personal 
knowledge  are  descended  from  four  or  five  brothers  who  were  raised, 
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I  believe,  in  Suf field,  Ct.  The  only  one  of  the  brothers  I  remember 
to  have  seen  was  named  Joseph,  who  had  no  children  and  died  childless 
at  Captain  Oliver  Hanchett ?s  in  Suffield  about  1797-3  and  I  believe 
that  all  or  all  but  one  of  the  others  died  before  I  was  born.  One 
of  them  was  Zacheus  and  the  father  of  my  mother,  Eunice  Hanchett  Harmon. 
Two  or  three  of  the  brothers  lived  at  Salisbury,  Conn.  including  my 
great  Uncle  Joseph  o’’ 

This  is  not  conclusive  against  our  supposition  as  to  the  sen 
Oliver  for  the  writer  speaks  of  information  acquired  in  childhood 
or  early  manhood  70  years  before,  and  a  slip  would  be  pardonable. 

•  The  son  Oliver  of  course  had  no  residence  at  Suffield  and  could  not 

be  "seen.” 

SUMMARY  OF  JOSEPH  (39) 

Joseph  Hanchett,  son  of  John  and  Lydia  (Hayward)  Hanchett,,  was 
born  at  Suffield,  Ct » ,  August  12,  1723,  and  died  there  December  7, 
iaoi.  At  the  age  of  25  (1743)  we  find  him  in  Salisbury*  Ct.  ,  as  one 
of  the  owners  of  Lamb’s  Forge,  together  with  his  Elder  Brother  Ebenezer, 
also  of  Salisbury,  and  Timothy  Burbank,  the  husband  of  their  sister,. 
Esther.  Another  part  owner  was  Thomas  Austin.  This  was  the  beginning 
of  the  iron  industry  in  Salisbury  with  which  the  Hanchett s  were  long 
after  identified. 

Joseph  was  married  at  Salisbury,  Sept.  23,  1759,  to  Mrs.  Sarah 
Thornton  of  Goshen,  Ct.  the  notice  on  the  record  being  improperly 
written  John,  the  error  being  clearly  proven.  After  the  death  of  his 
father,  his  mother,  Lydia  Hayward,  was  left  wi thout  means  of  support 
and  Joseph  helped  to  support  her  at  the  home  of  his  brother  John  at 
Suffield.  In  1771 ,  he  joined  with  other  heirs  in  a  quitclaim  deed 
of  his  patrimony  to  his  brother  John,  His  name  appears  on  the  grants 
of  land  at  Panton  and  Middle bury,  Vt „ ,  along  with  many  Salisbury  men 
including  Ebenezer,  Zacheus  and  Arnos  Hanchst,  but  it  is  possible  that 
these  references  refer  to  his  nephew  Joseph.  It  seems  quite  certain 
that  he  never  went  to  Vermont  to  cultivate  his  holding  if  he  had  any. 

We  have  no  records  of  the  birth  of  any  children,  but  the  evidence 
shows  conclusively  that  he  had  a  son,  Oliver,  who  Harried  Damaris 
Grommon,  Feb.  3,  1737 .  There  may  have  been  other  children.  His  will 
was  proved  Feb.  19,  1302,  as  of  Suffield,  by  his  assumed  son  Oliver. 

—  FIFTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Joseph  and  Widow  Sarah  Thornton. 

81.  Oliver,  born  about  1761-2-3  probably  at  Salisbury.  See  his  line 
further.  Possibility  of  other  children. 

44o  THOMAS  (Thomas^-  Thomas ^  Thomas^  Thomas^ ) 

Thomas,  son  of  Thomas  and  Elenor  (Campbell)  Hanchett,  was  born 
at  Westfield,  Mass.  April  13,  1753,  and  died  at  Southwick,  Mass.,  a 
town  adjacent  to  Westfield,  in  the  summer  of  1304.  He  married  at 

-  Susannah  -  .  After  his  death,  she  married  second 

Nathianiel  Eaton.  This  date  is  not  known  but  in  the  order  setting 
off  her  dower  October  1,  1305,  she  is  mentioned  as  Susannah  Eaton, 
lately  wife  of  the  deceased  (Thomas  Hanchett).  They  lived  at  Southwick 

ct 
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and  were  mentioned  as  of  there  in  a  deed  in  1617.  Some  time  after 
they  must  have  moved  to  West  Springfield,  for  Nathaniel  Eaton  died 
there  Dec,  1,  1823 ,  and  was  of  that  place.  Administration  was  taken 
out  at  request  of  his  widow  Susannah  Feb,  6,  1327,  The  records  of 
West  Springfield  do  not  give  her  death  and  that  is  the  last  we  hear 
of  her.  She  received  a  payment  March  1823. 


SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Thomas  and  Susannah  ( 
must  have  been  born  at  Southwick,  Mass . 


)  Hanchett,  all  of  whom 


82.  Thomas,  Born  about  1785  and  died  about  1811. 
he  never  married  or  left  issue.. 

83.  Heman,  born  about  1787.  See  his  line  further. 
HENRY,  born  about  1790,  See  his  line  further. 
EBENEZER,  born  May  6,  1794.  See  his  line  further 
SALEM,  born  about  1796.  See  his  line  further. 
AMOS,  born  about  1798.  See  his  line  further. 


It  is  certain  that 


84  • 

85. 

86. 
87. 


Thomas  Hanchett.  the  fifth  of  that  name  in  America,  in  the  line 
of  Deacon  Thomas,  was  the  only  son  in  a  family  of  three.  His  father 
died  when  he  was  but  six  years  old  and  his  mother  was  left  with  him 
and  his  sister  Elenor,  a  child  of  eight,  the  half  sister  by  the  first 
marriage  having  died  in  infancy.  His  father  had  been  a  prosperous 
farmer  for  his  times,  but  the  loss  of  the  breadwinner  must  have  been 
a  severe  blow.  We  do  not  know  how  the  family  was  provided  for,  but 
they  continued  at  Westfield.  The  mother  was  a  Campbell  and  although 
we  do  not  know  her  parentage,  we  do  knew  that  the  Campbells  were  an 
important  family  in  the  town.  She  was  undoubtedly  nearly  related  to 
the  Robert  Campbell  who  witnessed  her  husband !s  will. 

The  first  we  hear  of  young  Thomas  again  is  as  a  Revolutionary 
soldier.  His  first  enlistment  was  before  he  was  quite  nineteen  years 
old.  He  was  private  in  Capt .  Nathan  Rowlee's  company,  Lieut.  Col. 
Timothy  Robinson's  detachment  of  Hampshire  County  Militia;  must  roll 
dated  Garrison  at  Ticonderroga,  Feb.  25,  1777,  enlistment  to  expire 
March  25,  1777;  also  same  company  and  detachment  enlisted  Mar .  25, 

1777,  service  to  April  3,  1777,  nine  days  at  Ticonderoga.  He  also 
enlisted  in  Capt.  Silas  Fowler's  Company,  Col.  John  Moseley's  Regiment, 
Brigadier  Danielson's  Brigade;  enlisted  Sept.  21,  1777,  discharged 
Oct.  17,  1777,  service  one  month  three  days  on  an  expedition  to  Sara¬ 
toga  including  travel  120  miles  home.  The  above  record  indicates 
that  he  was  at  Ticonderoga  shortly  before  Burgoyne  took  that  strong¬ 
hold  but  was  not  there  at  the  time.  The  Saratoga  record  shows  uhat 
he  was  not  there  in  time  for  the  first  of  the  two  great  battles  but 
took  part  in  the  second  battle,  one  of  the  most  brilliant  of  the  War 
andvhich  led  immediately  to  the  surrender  of  Burgoyne  with  his  entire 
command.  Thomas  did  not  again  go  into  active  service  until  near  the 
end  of  the  war,  the  record  being  as  follows:  Private  in  Capt.  Silas 
Fowler's  Co.  Col.  Moseley’s  Regt.  enlisted  June  12,  1782,  discharged 
June  17,  1782,  service  7  days  at  Springfield  and  Northampton.  Roll 
sworn  to  at  Westfield. 


isdl.:-  id  s:no8  .VI&I  ;i  b99b  :  r.i  onadd  lo  fs  bsr.oidaev  9i9W  Lins 
.v9ib  nodsS  I9in6ridj  '  tbloxlqninqe  daeW  od  b?vo  svsrl  daura  xsrid 

::  i>  s  w  noidm;  sinimb  ,906lq  dsrid  lo  e  m  bns  ,£■../  tI  .  bsG  9i9dd 
i  no  "2  ;riT  S'  I  t  .c.  i  a  l  wobiw  si.  deexrpei  da  duo 
•9ri  ev  deal  grid  i  dsnd  i.»n*  ridBeb  nod  evig  don  ob  b.,  oil §n .' -tqB-  desW 

.  TS81  rfo-saM  dneoxsq  b  bevieom  ent  merf  lo 


HOITAHSMSG  HTXI3 

loriv  io  I  Is  fdd©ridnrH  (  )  riBnnBeufi  br  *  ea/nortT  .0  neir.ririO 

, ,  -1  ,2taivmdyo8  js  me  ie  i  dvsrf  dsum 


>ris  ni.-.die  ax  dl  .II  I  duodfi  bsib  brta  ?5VI  duodB  rrioQ  , e snrodT 

.  i',:c.r  die;  ,  bobrndm  *x  von  sd 
.°SVI  doode  /not  tn  sroH  .£& 
.noddnu':  ixl  i  id  998  .0£V-1-  duo  ax.  m  .  i  ,Y3  PT5TT 

•  is  td-rul  s.iiil  eirxf  i  c  .&m  duodfi  mod  DMA  .VS 

enil  odd  ni  tBoinomA  nx  9*r  ;n  dfidd  J  o  dbli  :  t<rfd  t  ddedont H  !  smoriT 

•'1  a  ni  noe  3 1  io  *r  i  ■  nor  P  nooBoQ  lo 

.  tor.Blni  nx  :i  Uv^d  oBimBra 

•wold  019V98  B 

ficd.I  bne  llei  0  g  *xor.Jom  o-:  #i  tei^tdeoV  ,  »  f  jnnidnoo  ^erid 

o'iok  el  I  ode  r.0  yd?  d  uS.t  wo  no!  ob  -w  ,  f  /■  1.  q  Ter  wcnnJf  don  ob  ew 

•II±w  e  bn£de xi i nrf  bt;389ndiw  odw  IIodqmfD  d^edofl  odd 


'  ‘  n'iduIovoH  b  eB  ei  n  :£  •£  s«  odT  nnov  lo  *iB9d  ow  de*xil  oriT  ; 
r-. .  if  neoder  .  r  ediup  sbw  u/  5d  w  d  lendoil.  9,\>  n il  sJ: -i  .noiblos  ,, 
.IcO  ,du  >1J  ,,ynor:r.oo  e*  jXwoH  tu  old  i  .  .’ibO  ni  odsvi'  cj  w  oH 

lion  dsu  .i  j  aidiliM  oO  9nirisq;:  :  :  lo  dm?:  iofidob  e’rtCJ  iidofi  yridoraiT 

91  s.  3X5  od  dm  -^Sellno  ,VVVI  ,  :  S  r,,’l  t  jomsbnoo  d  /  norimsO  bo  deb 

■ 

:e  :in,9v  ’  slaso.l  nriob  *Io  ?  '•«  oO  -  !'it  i  ’ 0  l  odailno 

^o^nBrioeib  ,VVVI  tIS  . -  J qe '  Ins  js  ViiiG  e'not.I  .  n9'b.3^in:a 

•B' 1x2  od  noidib9qx&  nB  no  z\b'o  9omd  do  k,iti  *rro  eolvivz  tVv\I  ,VI  .doO 

ei  isoibciL  Izooai  eve  dr,  sdT  .©mod  .  »IJ  (II  Is:  1.)  .  hnloni  s^od 

-qronda  dsrid  tfood  gnyoinut  enolc-d  yldnodc  ,  joi*  bnooiT  da  3BW  od  dsdd 

dud  aolddsd  dBen^  owd  arid  lo  danxl  end  nol  eniid  ni  cnorid  on  ssw  ad 
*sbV  9rid  lo  dneilli'id  dsom  odd  lo  no  toIddBd  bnooea  orit  ni  disq  ?lood 

>dd  *i69n  lidnx  eoivrxoe  ovxx  >i  odni  03  nil  doi  ox  1  enior  V  .0  -Viioo 
Eftlie  .  ,0  ni  9 d b v i t q  :  i/ollol  ea  niec  rv  >en  9rtd  ,n  v  r  d  10  bno 

IIv  n  .nodqniBridnoU  bnn  bloilnniiqb;  d«  ^sb  p.eo'viee  1 1 8 VI  CVI  anut# 

•  bloildeoV;  dz  od  mows 


! 


-57- 

We  have  not  the  exact  date  of  Thomas 5  marriage  nor  do  we  know 
the  parentage  of  his  wife,  although  we  know  her  Christian  name  of 
Susannah.  Moreover,  as  we  have  not  the  dates  of  the  birth  of  the 
first  child,  we  cannot  form  any  very  close  approximation.,  We  are  not, 
however,  entirely  at  a  loss.  We  know  from  the  probate  proceedings  on 
his  estate  that  his  eldest  son  Thomas  was  a  minor  in  October,  1804. 
but  two  years  later  he  was  competent  to  convey  land  and  so  must  havs 
been  at  least  19  upon  his  father’s  death,  which  would  place  his  birth 
in  17&5  and  the  marriage  perhaps  in  1784, 


The  first  that  we  know  of  Thomas  at  Southwick  is  in  1780,  the 
reference  being  in  a  deed  wherein  he  describes  himself  of  that  place 
'and  a  yeoman,  and  wherein  for  $200  he  sells  to  John  Phelps,  of  West¬ 
field,  gentleman,  7h  acres  in  Westfield  at  the  place  called  Sandy 
Mill  Brook  laid  out  to  Thomas  Handchet,  deceased  and  l}ring  on  the 
east  side  of  said  brook,  bounded  easterly  on  Springfield  and  westerly 
on  the  Brook o  Referring  for  more  particular  boundaries  to  the  West  - 
field  Proprietors7  Book  of  Records.,  Dated  April  27,  1780,  Witnesses 
Moses  Bagg  and  William  Campbell,  Acknowledge  at  Westfield  Doc,  30, 
1794 ,  and  recorded  Jan,  1st,  1795 » 


Thomas  was  just  22  years  old  at  the  passing  of  this  deed  and  I 
do  not  think  he  had  been  long  at  Southwick  'which  had  been  set  off 
only  a  few  years  before  from  Westfield,  being  originally  known  as  the 
"Outer  Commons"  of  Westfield,  He  certainly  was  not  married  to  Susannah 
at  this  time  for  she  doesn’t  appear  to  release  dower.  We  notice  also 
that  a  William  Campbell  witnessed  the  deed  and  bear  in  mind  that 
Thomas  was  related  to  the  Campbells  on  his  mother’s  side, 

Thomas  continued  the  rest  of  his  life  at  Southwick  and  raised 
his  family  there,  but  he  does  not  appear  again  on  the  records  of  deed 
until  1803  in  the  following  record,  Thomas  Hanchett,  of  Southwick, 
yeoman  for  $83  paid  by  Jabez  and  Moses  Dunham,  of  Southwick,  minors 
under  the  age  of  21  years,  3/4  of  an  acre  in  Southwick  and  house. 

Dated  Jan,  28,  1803  o  There  is  another  deed  which  must  have  been  made 
in  his  last  sickness.  It  was  in  connection  with  a  general  conveyance 
by  several  others,  twelve  besides  himself,  and  was  a  quitclaim  of 
their  interest  in  land  in  Southwick  on  the  West  mountain  lots.  It 
is  dated  May  18,  1303 ,  but  Thomas  did  not  acknowledge  the  deed  until 
Sept,  28,  1804,  and  must  have  died  in  the  next  few  days.  This  deed 
was  not  recorded  until  March  5,  1838,  The  grantee  was  Ham  Loomis, 

There  is  but  one  deed  showing  Thomas  as  a  purchaser  of  land  in 
Southwick  and  that  is  in  1781  in  which  he  purchased  land  there  jointly 
with  Timothy  Noble,  This  connection  with  Timothy  Noble  seems  not 
to  have  been  a  passing  one.  Like  Thomas,  Timothy  had  served  at  Sara¬ 
toga  and  was  a  young  man  of  Thomas’  own  age.  They  were  evidently 
the  closest  of  neighbors  at  Southwick,  After  the  death  of  Thomas, 
Timothy  Noble  became  the  guardian  of  his  minor  children,  Timothy  in 
the  year  of  this  guardianship  was  also  made  Deacon  of  the  Baptist 
Church  at  Southwick  and  continued  in  the  office  until  his  death, 

Timothy  had  a  brother  Amos  and  the  two  brothers  were  so  attached  to 
one  another  that  the  story  of  their  friendship  has  come  down  to  us  by 
several  illustrative  stories.  This  is  interesting  in  view  of  the  fact 
of  the  close  relationship  of  Thomas  to  these  two.  Amos,  moreover,  had 
married  a  Hartchett  and  lived  close  by  his  brother  in  Southwick.  This 
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was  one  of  the  daughters  of  Ezra  Hanchett  of  the  Suffield  Branch  and 
not  at  all  closely  related  to  Thomas ,  It  was  probably  after  this 
Amos  that  Thomas  named  his  youngest  son,  Amos  and  Timothy  Noble 
both  witnessed  the  will  of  Thomas  and  Ames  was  on  the  guardianship 
bond  of  his  brother,  It  may  be  thought  from  the  above  that  possibly 
Thomas  had  married  a  sister  of  these  two  brothers „  That  is  not  tne 
case,  and  I  have  never  been  able  to  determine  that  Susannah  was  one 
of  the  Noble  blood. 

The  deed  to  Thomas  and  Timothy  Noble  is  as  follows?  Israel  Dewey 
and  Aaron  Dewey  of  Westfield,  yeoman,  for  26  pounds  13  sh,  lawful 
.money  paid  by  Timothy  Noble  and  Thomas  Handshut,  of  Southwick,  yeoman, 
a  parcel  of  land  in  Southwick  bounded  as  follows?  The  northwest 
corner  by  Jonathan  Haynes  land,  then  running  E  12°  S  40  rods  and  then 
running  south  lc  E  43  rods  then  S  15°  West  52  rods,  then  West  10  rods 
then  N  6°  W  10$  reds.  Dated  Jan,  24,  1731,  In  the  presence  of  Stephen 
and  Heman  Dewey,  Ack,  Feb,  23,  1793,  Ree.  Feb,  4,  1306, 

It  may  also  be  added  that  Amos  and  Timothy  Noble  held  land  to¬ 
gether  adjacent  to  the  Hanchett  premises  for  many  years.  The  Deweys 
and  Stiles  were  ether  close  neighbors, 

THE  WILL  AND  PROBATE  PROCEEDINGS 

The  will  of  Thomas  Hanchett  (44)  is  on  file  at  Northampton, 
Masso,  as  follows? 

IN  THE  NAME  OF  GOD  AMEN,  I,  Thomas  Hanchett,  of  Southwick,  in 
the  County  of  Hampshire  and  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  yeoman, 
being  weak  in  body  but  sound  in  mind,  calling  in  my  mind,  my  own 
mortality  in  belief  of  the  doctrines  of  the  Gospel  cf  Christ,  am 
apprehensive  that  I  have  not  long  to  live  in  this  world  and  after 
commending  my  soul  to  God  that  gave  it  through  the  merits  and  medi¬ 
tations  of  the  Redeemer  and  my  body  to  the  grave  in  the  hope  ci  a 
future  ressurrection ,  do  make  and  ordain,  appoint  and  constitute 
this  my  last  will  and  testament,  viz,? 

In  the  first  place  I  give  and  bequeath  to  my  wife  Susannah  Han- 
chet  one  third  of  all  my  real  estate  during  the  term  of  her  natural 
life  for  her  use  and  improvement  and  then  to  be  disposed  of  as  I 
shall  order  and  direct  in  this  my  will  and  testament , 

Also  I  give  and  bequeath  unto  my  eldest  son  Thomas  Hanchet,  Jr, 
the  whole  of  my  real  estate  of  every  kind  not  herein  otherwise  dis¬ 
posed  of„ 

Also  I  give  and  bequeath  unto  my  second  son  Heman  Hanchet  $100 
to  be  paid  by  my  executor  at  the  time  he  shall  arrive  at  the  age  of 
21  years . 

Also  I  give  and  bequeath  to  my  third  son  Henry  $100  to  be  paid 
by  my  executor  at  the  time  he  shall  arrive  at  the  age  of  21  years o 

Also  I  give  and  bequeath  to  my  fourth  son  Ebenezer  Hanchet  $50 
to  be  paid  by  my  executor  at  the  time  he  shall  arrive  at  the  age  of 
21  years. 

Also  I  give  and  bequeath  unto  my  fifth  son  Salem  Hanchet  $10 
to  be  paid  by  my  executor  at  the  time  he  shall  arrive  at  the  age  of 
21  years. 
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Also  I  give  and  bequeath  unto  my  sixth  son  Amos'  Hanchet  }50 
to  be  paid  by  my  executor  at  the  time  he  shall  arrive  at  the  age  of 
21  years . 

And  furthermore  I  give  and  bequeath  unto  my  eldest  son  Thomas 
Hanchet  the  one  third  part  of  my  real  estate  which  I  have  already 
given  to  my  wife  Susannah  his  use  and  possession  at  her  decease. 

And  furthermore,  I  hereby  order,  ordain  and  direct  my  eldest 
son  Thomas  Hanchet  to  pay  all  my  just  and  honest  debts  and  also  I 
hereby  constitute  and  appoint  my  son  Thomas  Hanchet  executor  of 
this  my  last  will  and  testament.  In  witness  whereof  I  have  here¬ 
unto  set  my  hand  seal  this  8th  day  of  August,  1804° 


THOMS  HANCHETT 


In  the  presence  of  Isaac  Coit ,  Amos  Noble,  Timothy  Noble, 

Administration  is  granted  Oct,  2,  1804,  to  Shubael  Stiles  re¬ 
serving  the  right  to  Thomas  Hanchett ,  the  executor  in  said  will  named 
(who  is  a  minor)  to  take  upon  him  the  trust  on  his  arrival  to  21 
years  of  age. 

With  the  will  appear  on  the  files  sundry  documents  relating  to 
the  settlement  of  the  state  as  follows: 


Justin 


An  order  to  Messrs,  Leonard  of  W0  Springfield  and  James  Easton 
and  Matthew  Laflen  of  Southwick  to  appreaise  real  estate  and  set  off 
to  Susannah  Easton,  lately  the  wife  of  said  deceased,  when  valued, 
a  third  part  of  said  estate  for  her  dower  or  thirds  during  her  natural 
life.  Dated  October  1st,  1805*. 

The  above  is  the  first  notice  we  have  of  the  remarriage  of  Sus¬ 
annah  and  probably  follows  very  closely  upon  that  event  as  was  only 
a  year  after  the  probate  of  the  will.  These  names  should  also  be 
borne  in  mind  and  all  others  connected  with  these  Hanchett  until 
the  line  of  Susannah  is  found.  The  name  Leonard  also  appears  in 
connection  with  that  of  Susannah  more  than  20  years  later  in  connection 
with  the  probate  of  the  estate  of  her  second  husband  but  it  is  not 
Justin  Leonard,  It  is  hard  to  say  whether  these  facts  can  be  cor¬ 
related  or  not,  Matthew  Laflen  was  perhaps  the  same  of  that  name  that 
owned  property  to  a  considerable  value  with  the  father  of  Thomas  (44) « 

Bond  Feb.  4th,  1806,  of  Timothy  Noble  guardian  of  Herman  and 
Henry,  minors  who  are  over  the  age  of  14  years  who  chose  said  Timothy 
for  their  guardian  and  Ebenezer  Amos  under  fourteen  of  age  all  child¬ 
ren  and  heirs  of  Thomas  Hanchett,  late  of  Southwick .  $2000  sureties 

are  Amos  Noble  and  Shubael  Stiles,  Witness  Thomas  Hanchett, 


Inventory  Feb,  5th,  1805 • 
Real  Estate  as  follows: 


land  on  the  west  side  of  the  road 
land  with  the  buildings 


$1028,00 


5  acres  on  the  Plain 


412.50 

262.00 


$1803 . 50 


Persona],  estate  of  a  farmer  long  itemized  list 


$1921.04 


117 , 54 
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Oct.  1,  1805,  decree  allowing  to  Susannah,  late  widow  of  Thomas 
Hanchet,  late  of  Southwick  $70  worth  of  necessary  bedding,  utensils, 
implements  of  household  to  the  use  of  the  wife  and  family  of  the  de- 
ceasedo 

Instrument  setting  out  to  Susannah  Eaton,  late  wife  of  Thomas 
Hanchit,  late  of  Scuthwick  deceased  her  right  of  dower  in  the  real 
estate  of  said  Thomas  deceasedo 

Also  in  the  dwelling  house  the  room  in  the  North  part  of  the 
same  together  with  the  privilege  of  the  cupboard  in  the  buttery 
adjoining  and  to  extend  two  feet  eight  inches  beyond  the  side  of  the 
cupboard  to  a  mark  on  the  ceiling  on  the  nort-hside  and  a  certain 
brick  in  the  chimney  on  the  other,.  In  the  chamber  we  have  set  out 
to  her  part  of  the  same  to  the  south  side  of  the  chimney  and  square 
across  by  the  same  we  have  set  cut  to  her  in  the  cellar  1/3  part  of 
the  same  on  the  west,  have  reserved  nevertheless  to  the  heirs  the 
privilege  of  the  hatch  for  rolling  in  casks  of  cider  and  we  have 
given  to  the  said  Susannah  a  privilege  of  passing  through  the  ad¬ 
joining  room  up  the  chamber  stairs  and  down  cellar  and  out  at  the 
door  into  the  weed  yard  and  to  the  well  together  with  the  privilege 
of  baking  in  the  oven  in  said  room,  etc.  We  have  set  out  to  the  said 
Susannah  her  right  in  the  barn,  etc.,  etc.,  etc0 

Bond  of  Shubael  Stiles,  Executor  in  the  sum  of  $5000  dated 
October  2,  1804-,  with  bondsmen  Timothy  and  Amos  Noble  witnesses 
Ralph  Ellenwood  and  L0  Hinckley,, 

The  account „  Accountant  charges  himself  with  $330„80  ana  per¬ 
sonal  estate  by  the  inventory  $117<>34o  Note  vs.  Justus  Pease  $20„  Note 
vs,  Samuel  Owen  $91* 91*  Note  vs,  Joel  Clark  $101*  55 » 

Among  the  debts  paid  were  $>$3  to  Amos  and  Timothy  Noble  on  rote* 
To  Isaac  Coit  on  bock  $52*  To  William  Watson  $4*26,,  To  Phineas  Hiller 
$5.73 •  To  Wells  Taylor  $4«  To  Moses  Spear,  $160670  To  Tahan  Noble 
$3o63o  To  Apalcs  and  Samuel  Hastings,  $35»76o  To  Enos  Foote,  $17<»33° 

To  Steven  Sacton  by  note  $149ol5<>  In  all,  $402 „60  which  was  amount 
brought  forward  and  other  items  including  a  payment  to  wife  by  order 
of  the  Court  $70  and  ether  expenses,  in  all  $503. Si „ 

From  the  above  instrument  setting  out  dower  with  its  great 
particularity  with  respect  to  the  rights  in  the  house  we  gather  that 
Susannah  and  Nathaniel  Eaton  made  the  homestead  their  place  cf  resi¬ 
dence*  They  continued  there  only  about  a  year  when  they  were  bought 
out  by  the  son  Thomas  as  appears  from  the  following  deed* 

Nathaniel  Eaton  and  Susannah  Eaton  of  Southwick  for  $300  paid  by 
Thomas  Hanchett  of  Southwick  quitclaim  the  whole  of  her  right  of 
dower  to  the  whole  of  the  farm  and  real  estate  owned  by  Thomas  Har.- 
chett  late  of  Southwick  deceased  excepting  the  crops  and  grain  now 
on  said  farm  and  the  privilege  of  living  on  said  farm  until  the 
first  of  Feb*  next.  Dated  October  10,  1806*  Witnessed  by  Isaac  Coit 
and  Hiram  Fowler*  Ack.  by  both  before  Isaac  Coit  same  day*  Rec*  Aug. 
26,  1817. 

Almost  at  once  upon  having  the  dower  set  out  by  her,  Susannah 
mortgaged  it  to  Samuel  Rising  as  appears  by  the  following* 
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'  Nathaniel  Eaten,  of  Southwick,  yeoman  and  Susannah  Eaton,  wife 
of  the  said  Nathaniel  in  her  right  to  Samuel  Rising  of  Suf field, 
yeoman  all  right  in  every  tract  of  land  and  buildings  which  was 
lately  set  out  to  said  Susanna  as  her  right  of  dower  in  the  estate 
of  her  late  husband,  Thomas  Hanchet ,  late  of  Southwick,  reference 
may  be  had  to  the  records  of  the  probate  office,,  Mortgate  for  $300 
Dated  Dec,  18,  1805  Ack,  on  same  day  by  Nathaniel  and  on  the  succeed¬ 
ing  day  by  Susannah* 

Finally  we  have  the  record  of  the  probate  of  the  estate  of 
Nathaniel  Eaton  in  which  it  appears  that  Susannah  was  again  a  widow, 

.  The  probate  office  had  changed  to  Springfield  upon  the  division  of 
Hampshire  County,  1827  Estate  of  Nathaniel  Eaton  of  West  Springfield, 
Administration  taken  out  Feb,  6,  1827  by  Norman  T„  Leonard,  who  was 
requested  by  the  widow.  It  is  stated  that  Nathaniel  Eaton  died  at 
West  Springfield  Dec,  1,  1823,  Widow  was  Susannah  Eaton,  Bond  $500, 
The  only  estate  was  $72,20  due  upon  pension  $18090  dated  March  27, 

1821  received  at  the  Branch  bank  March  27,  1828,  The  estate  was  re¬ 
presented  insolvent. 

The  records  of  West  Springfield  have  been  examined  without  dis¬ 
closing  the  record  of  the  death  of  Susannah,  but  for  that  matter  they 
do  not  show  the  death  of  Eaton  whom  we  know  died  there  from  the  pro¬ 
bate  record.  As  to  the  paretage  of  Susannah,  probably  some  of  the 
names  connected  with  the  various  proceedings  are  of  her  relatives. 

The  Noble  and  Stiles  genealogies  have  been  searched  in  vain,  both 
excellent  books.  It  would  be  a  great  help  to  have  Susannah’s  age  to 
iden.  birth  r. 

The  first  we  know  of  Thomas  (44)  at  Southwick  is  in  1780,  the 
reference  being  a  deed  by  him  of  some  land  he  had  of  his  father  and 
in  which  he  describes  himself  as  of  Southwick  and  a  yeoman,  Thomas 
had  at  the  date  of  this  deed  just  passed  his  22nd  birthday  and  I  do 
not  think  he  had  been  long  at  Southwick  which  was  then  a  new  town, 
carved  out  of  the  town  of  Westfield  and  formerly  called  the  " outer 
commons".  He  was  not  married  at  this  time  as  there  is  no  release  of 
dower.  This  conveyance  is  also  interesting  in  that  one  of  the  wit¬ 
nesses  to  the  signature  was  a  William  Campbell,  who  was  probably  a 
relative  of  Thomas  on  his  mother’s  behalf.  The  deed  is  by  our  ab¬ 
stract  as  follows. 

Thomas  Hanchet,  of  Southwick,  yeoman  for  $200  sells  to  John 
Phelps  of  Westfield,  gentleman,  7  1/2  acres  of  land  in  Westfield,  st 
the  place  called  Sandy  Mill  Brook,  laid  out  to  Thomas  Handchet,  de¬ 
ceased  and  lying  on  the  east  side  of  the  said  brook,  bounded  easterly 
on  Springfield  and  westerly  on  the  Brook,  referring  for  more  parti¬ 
cular  boundries  to  the  Westfield  Proprietors’  Book  of  Records.  Dated 
April  27th,  1780/  Ack.  at  Westfield,  Dec.  30,  1794  and  recorded  Jan. 
1st,  1795.  Witnesses  Moses  Bagg  and  William  Campbell. 

There  is  but  one  deed  showing  Thomas  as  a  purchaser  of  land  at 
Southwick  and  then  it  is  in  partnership  with  Timothy  Noble.  This  was 
early  in  the  following  year.  The  connection  of  the  Noble  and  the 
Hanchett  family  at  this  time  deserves  more  than  passing  mention. 

'Like  Thomas ,-  Timothy  Noble  had  served  at  Saratoga,  and. was  a  young 
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man  of  the  same  age.  They  were  close  neighbors  in  the  following 
years  at  Southwick  and  upon  the  death  of  Thomas,  Timothy  Noble  be¬ 
came  the  guardian  of  the  minor  children . 

45 .  SAMUEL  (THOMAS-*-  Thomas ^  Samuel^  Moses^) 

Samuel,  son  of  Moses  and  Lois  (Loomis)  Hanchett,  was  born  at 
Westfield,  September  20,  1766,  This  is  given  in  the  Loomis  Genealogy, 
which  also  states  that  he  married  Esther  Rising  of  Suf field,  Publi¬ 
cations  of  notice  being  January  29th  1792,  His  line  is  not  given 
further.  We  learn  also  from  the  records  of  deeds  that  Moses  Hanchett, 
of  Westfield  deeded  to  Samuel  Hanchett  of  Westfield  land  in  that 
town  June  16th,  1794 °  There  was  no  other  Samuel  to  whom  this  could 
have  applied  unless  we  refer  it  to  the  Samuel,  uncle  of  the  above, 
who  was  born  in  1724  and  was  not  heard  of  afterward  and  whom  we 
suppose  to  have  died  young  for  various  good  reasons.  The  Moses  Han¬ 
chett  was  certainly  the  father,  as  the  brother  of  that  name  was  than 
only  a  boy  of  17.  This  is. all  we  have  of  this  line  but  it  is  ex¬ 
tremely  probable  that  it  continues. 

Note,  This  is  the  first  place  in  the  line  of  Deacon  Thomas  where  we 
have  good  ground  to  suppose  that  there  is  an  untraced  line.  In  the 
case  of  Samuel  (26)  and  Joseph  (39)  we  have  seen  that  the  probability 
are  all  in  favor  of  the  line  continuing  no  further. 

We  are  now  able  to  trace  xvith  a  fair  degree  of  certainty  a  line 
or  lines  of  descent  from  Samuel,  who  married  Esther  Rising  in  1792. 
This  while  convincing  is  not  to  be  considered  complete  proof  and 'it 
is  very  desirable  that  the  original  records  be  further  searched  for 
confirmatory  matter. 

We  left  Samuel  in  Westfield  on  the  point  of  marrying  Esther  Ris¬ 
ing  and  know  that  he  continued  in  Westfield  for  the  next  two  years 
and  perhaps  indef inately.  We  had  not  the  records  of  his  children's 
births,  if  any.  We  now  find  Hanchetts  evidently  of  the  next  gener¬ 
ation  in  Westfield  and  in  ascribing  their  parentage  to  Samuel  we  feel 
that  we  can  show  that  the  vast  preponderance  of  the  evidence  is  in 
favor  of  such  a  course.  The  Hanchetts  refered  to  are  Frederick  and 
Franklin  Hanchett. 

Frederick  Hanchett.  We  have  notices  of  Frederick  Hanchett  in 
1617  and  after  that  for  several  years  he  appears  frequently  on  the 
records  of  Deeds  at  Springfield.  At  first  he  is  of  West  Springfield. 
He  sued  on  a  note  in  1617  being  then  of  that  place  and  took  out  an 
execution  against  Justin  Leonard,  gentlemen  and  Samuel  Mclntire, 
yeoman,  all  parties  being  of  We st  Springfield.  Amound  execution, 

$165  Dated  Dec.  1st,  1617,  Rec.  with  deeds,  Dec.  19,  1617 «  Frederick 
was  doubtless  of  full  age  at  this  time  and  if  just  turned  21  would 
have  been  born  in  1796,  but  he  might  readily  be  probably  was  several 
years  older  than  this.  In  other  words  he  was  in  the  generation  of 
the  children  of  Samuel  (45). 
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Now  v/e  can  .show  positively  that  if  these  two  were  of  the  Feet 
field  line  they  were  the  children  of  Samuel  { 45 ) «  Thomas  Hanchett, 
of  Dec,  Thomas  had  sons  Thomas  and  Samuel *  Of  these  two ,  Thomas  had 
only  son  Thomas ,  who  had  an  only  son  Thomas  also.  This  last  Thomas 
born  in  1758  ana  had  six  children  living  at  his  death,  all  boys  and 
named  in  his  will®  .mong  them  there  is  neither  Fredrick  or  .'rank fin 
On  the  line  of  the  son  uamusi,  there  were  two  sons,  Samuel,  who 
have  practically  shown  to  have  died  without  issue,  and  Mos 
had  Samuel,  the  subject  of  this  sketch,  and  a  second  son,  Mo 
Moses  Jr*  had  &  large  family  including  five  sons*  The  births 
are  all  recorded  on  the  estfield  records  with  this  vaiuabi 
explaination  that  they  ware  all  recorded  by  the  request  of  M 
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Sept*  o,  1838,  as  this  was  12  years  after  the  birth  of  the  y  our.gr 


cnild,  v/e  may  assume  that  the  list  was  complete,  but  in  addition 
the  oldest  of  these  is  far  too  young  to  compare  with  Fredrick  ra; 
although  if  the  list  were  not  thus  bouched  for  wo  might 
a  son  franklin  had  been  perchance  omitted* 
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however,  that 
we  have  no  instance 

line  changing  to  Test  field,  although  members  o' 
notably  the  former  migrated  to  all  parts 

I  found  a  line  having  once  departed  from  a  native  town  ever 
to  it*  Now  the  problem  is  much  simplified  by  bearing  in  mine  the  ex¬ 
tremely  improbability  that  any  of  the  line  that  emigrated  to  ^  aiisbury 
Vermont,  New  York,  or  further,  ever  came  to  V^est field  to  live* 

Of  the  Luf field  line,  we  have  the  fifth  generation  complete  and 
it  is  this  generation  and  their  children  that  could  have  supplied 
ancestors  to  the  Fredrick  and  Franklin  Hanchett  that  v/e  are  consider¬ 
ing*  Taking  those  up  in  order*  Of  the  sons  of  Luke  { 52 > ,  the  sons  suke 
and  Isaac,  we  shall  show,  died  without  issue*  The  son  Daniel  want  to 
Pompey ,  N*  ana  v/e  ao  not  hear  what  children  he  had*  The  son  Josspn 

T*  v/ent  there  also  and  we  do  not  know  his  issue*  The  former  ci  these 
would  have  been  rather  young  to  be  the  father  of  Fredrick  and  the 
latter  born  in.  1777  is  out  oi'  the  question  and  still  more  sc  ~ncs  born 
1735,  whose  line  however,  we  nave*  Also  the  sons  of  Captain  Oliver 
are  excluded,  one  because  his  issue  are  well  known  and  tne  other  be¬ 
cause  his  birth  in  1782  makes  the  supposition  untenable,  the  latter 
also  seerns  to  have  gone  to  ^Ibany,  N*  L  which  is  where  he  diced,  al¬ 
though  he  is  burned  in  buf field.  The  sons  of  David  (55/  have  all  seen 
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traced  out,  but  all  except  the  eldest  are  too  young0  Tne  sons  of  mcs 
were  all  of  Salisbury  and  would  hardly  appear  at  West  ft  el  do  T  wo  of 
them  went  to  Vermont  and  have  their  line.  We  have  the  line  oi  tieuben 
at  least  in  part  and  it  shews  that  he  went  still  further  west  fc  New 
Yorko  Amos  Jr*  and  Dan  we  have  no  trace  of  but  it  is  unlikely  mat 
either  cf  them  married  early  enough  tc  be  in  the  reckoning  aside  from 
their  being  removed  in  distance®  Enos  (137;  we  have  not  traced  but  he 
was  a  Salisbury  Hanchett  and  would  hardly  be  found  in  V/est field#  C 
the  sons  of  Simeon  we  have  traced  two  and  the  third  is  too  young  to- 
be  considered#  They  were  ail  Salisbury  Hanchetts#  Jonah  (67;  -as  in 
Salisbury  and  then  went  to  Vermont  and  from  there  to  N#  Y#  He  was  of 
the  fifth  generation  but  one  of  the  younger  members#  .As  he  is  improb¬ 
able  by  reason  of  his  removal  from  the  scene  so  also  his  children 
would  be  too  young  to  be  parents  of  Fredrick#  Of  the  children  of 
Zacheus  {68}  we  have  traced  the  line  of  his  son  Zacheus  and  of  Harvey, 
although  we  have  not-  the  line,  we  know  that  he  was  of  Worthing! on  in 


1800  with  interests 


keep  him  there  and  also  that  was 
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too  young  to  be  considered#  The  sons  cf  Syivanus  were  i-oo  young  and 
moreover  were  of  Sharon#  ie-  have  net  traced  Seth  of  the  fifth  gener¬ 
ation  but  we  knew  that  he  was  of  Salisbury  and  there  is  slight  reason 


.ssue#  The  children  of  Joseph 


migrated 


'he  child rr 


to  suppose  that  he  died  without 
all  were  of  New  York,  where  Joseph  had 
(80;  all  grew  up  but  died  without  issue  in  Suffield.# 

Thus  we  see  that  an  origin  of  Fredrick  and  Franklin 
Suffield  branch  a  less  probable  connection  in  the 
been  rendered 
among  them# 
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very  much  less  probable  by  an  analysis  of  the  si 


We  shall  tentatively  ascribe  these  two  sons  to  Samuel  iu5  # 
Fredrick  appears  much  earlier  than  Franklin  on  the  records  and  vas 
therefore  probably  considered  older#  Of  course,  it  is  probab.e  rher 
were  other  children  bat  is  likely  that  they  were  either  daughters  c; 
sons  dying  young  else  the  chances  are  we  should  find  some  trace  of 
them. 


SIXTH  GENERATION 

la  1  i 

Children  of  Samuel,  and  Ester  (Rising)  Hanchett 
Probably  born  at  Westfield,  Mass# 

88 #  Fredrick,  born  between  1793  and  1796 
90.  Franklin,  younger  than  Fredrick 

The  following  I  wrote  in  the  letter  book  in  pen  and  ink,  as  to 
this  name# 

Erratum o  It  appears  very  clear  that  Franklin  is  the  same  as 
Francis  (sen  of  Moses  k9)  who  married  Sarah  Bu  Blakesiee  about  1817# 

She  is  undoubtedly  the  Sally  B#  wife  of  Franklin#  The  fact  of  the 
marriage  we  get  from  the  "Loomis  Bock"#  3e  further  Francis  (91;  page 

66# 

Since  writing  the  preceding,  a  notable  addition  has  been  made  to  | 
our  knowledge  of  the  children  of  Samuel  (45)  and  a  little  more  concern-] 
ing  his  wife  Ester#  This  came  to  us  from  Miss  Annie  May  Hanchett, 
daughter  of  trad  B#  Hanchett  of  West  Lebanon,  N#  H«,  sen  of  Henry 
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Hanchett.  Miss  Hanchett  did  not  know  who  the  father  of  Henry  Hanchett 
last  named  was  but  did  know  that  his  mother’s  name  was  Esther*  This 
Esther  could  only  have  been  Esther  Rising  whom  we  know  to  ‘have  married 
Samuel  in  1792.  We  have  already  many  notices  of  this  Henry  Hanchett 
but  had  not  supposed  him  to  be  the  son  of  Samuel  but  had  identified 
him  with  Henry  Hanchett  of  Southwick,  son  of  Thomas  (44).  It  is  to  be 
noted  that  this  Henry  appears  jointly  with  Frederick  Hanchett  in 
several  land  transactions,  mortgages,  about  1321.  We  have  already 
determined  that  this  Frederick  was  the  son  of  Samuel  but  was  pre¬ 
vented  from  following  up  the  clew  given  by  the  connection  of  his 
,  name  with  that  of  Henry  by  the  fact  that  we  knew  of  the  birth  of  no 
Henry  except  the  Southwick  Henry,  who  was  of  the  right  age  to  take 
part  in  such  transaction.  Miss  Anjiie  May  Hanchett  now  writes  that 
she  knows  of  no  brothers  or  sisters  of  her  grandfather  Henry  except 
that  there  was  a  brother  Fred,  of  whom  her  father  had  told  her. 

This  Fred  went  West  in  the  days  when  New  York  was  West  and  has  not 
been  heard  from  afterwards.  We  have  now  the  birth  of  this  Henry 
which  was  May  15.  1797,  which  agrees  perfectly  with  the  fact  that 
he  was  a  child  of  Samuel.  The  birth  was  at  Westfield  which  we  also 
know  to  have  been  the  residence  of  Samuel,,  The  above  evidence  is 
too  strong  to  be  doubted  and  confirms  all  we  have  previously  stated 
about  this  line  and  gives  us  the  additional  name  and  date  of  Henry. 

Regarding  Samuel  and  his  wife  Esther,  we  learn  also  a  little 
additional.  Miss  Hanchett  writes  that  Samuel  died  when  Henry  was  a 
child.  As  Henry  was  born  in  1797  we  may  assume  that  the  father  the 
father  died  at  least  before  1310,  which  accounts  in  part  for  our  not 
hearing  much  about  him,  our  last  record  being  in  1794.  Miss  Hanchett 
further  states  that  Ester  the  mother  remarried  and  that  she  also 
survived  this  second  husband  and  upon  his  death  went  to  live  with 
her  son  Henry  at  Plainfield s  where  she  died.  Her  name  was  Esther 
Bailey  which  shown  that  the  second  husband  was  named  Bailey,  although 
Miss  Hanchett  when  she  wrote  this  thought  Bailey  might  be  either  the 
maiden  or  married  name  not  knowing  at  that  writing  that  the  maiden 
name  was  Rising. 

We  are  also  enabled  to  get  a  closer  approximation  to  the  age  of 
Frederick  Hanchett.  It  is  clear  that  he  was  an  elder  brother  of 
Henry  who  was  born  in  May  15,  1797?  for  he  had  an  execution  against 
Justin  Leonard,  in  Dec.  1317  while  Henry  was  a  minor  and  to  place 
younger  than  Henry  would  be  to  make  him  about  19  at  the  time  of  this 
execution  a  high  improbability.  We  have  not  the  exact  date  of  Samuel ;s 
marriage  but  it  probably  was  not  long  after  the  publication  of  the 
notice  Jan.  29,  1792.  Between  the  years  1792  and  May  15,  1797  there 
is  opportunity  for  the  births  of  two  children  one  born  in  1793  and 
the  other  in  1795 •  Frederick  therefore  was  born  in  1793-4  or  5. 

We  have  also  put  in  this  line  Franklin  Hanchett.  It  is  entirely 
possible  that  this  Franklin  was  born  also  before  Henry  but  we  prefer 
to  consider  him  a  younger  brother,  largely  because  he  does  not  appear 
on  any  records  until  1833  » 

We  are  now  in  a’ position  to  rewrite  Samuel’s  sheet  as  follows. 
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Samuel,  son  of  Moses  and  Lois  (Loomis)  Hanchett,  was  born  at 
Westfield,  Sept.  20,  1768.  This  is  given  in  the  Loomis  Genealogy 
which  also  states  that  he  married  Esther  Rising  of  Suffield,  publi¬ 
cation  of  notice  being  Jan,  29,  1792 „  We  also  learn  from  the  record 
of  deeds  that  Moses  Hanchett,  of  Westfield,  deeded  tc  Samuel  Hanchet 
of  Westfield,  land  in  that  town  June  16,  lr/94.  The  Samuel  was  cer¬ 
tainly  Samuel  (45)  since  there  was  no  other  of  the  name  living,  unless 
we  are  incorrect  in  our  assumption  that  Samuel  his  uncle  born  1724 
died  young.  We  are  morally  certain  that  this  Samuel  (45)  is  the  cne. 
Also  the  grantor  must  have  been  Moses  the  father,  as  Moses  his  brother, 
.  the  only  other  by  the  name,  was  then  only  17  years  old. 

We  learn  that  Samuel  died  in  .the  infancy  of  his  son  Henry,  and 
as  the  latter  was  born  in  May  1797?  Samuel 3 s  death  was  certainly 
before  1810.  His  wife  Esther  married  again  one  Bailey,  whom  she 
survived  and  after  Bailey 3 s  death  went  to  live  with  her  son  Henry  at 
Plainfield,  N.  Hc  where  she  diedo  Henry  was  long  in  Hartland  Vt .  but 
did  not  go  to  Plainfield  adjoining  until  aoout  1850,  Thus  if  the 
mother  Esther  died  in  Plainfield  at  her  son  Henry3 s  she  must  have  been 
over  70  years  old  even  if  she  died  presently. 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Samuel  and  Esther  (Rising)  Hanchett 
Probably  all  born  at  Westfield,  Mass 

88.  Frederick,  born  between  1793  and  1796  • 

89.  Henry  born  at  Westfield  (known)  May  15,  1797 

90.  Franklin,  supposed  to  be  younger  than  the  above.  (See  note  on 

Page  64 . ) 

49.  Moses,  (Thomas"'  Thomas"  Samuel^  Mcses^j 

Moses,  son  of  Moses  and  Lois  (LOcmis)  Hanchett,  was  born  at  West- 
field,  July  20,  1779 .  He  married  Elizabeth  .  They  had 

nine  children  born  at  Westfield  as  follows. 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Moses  and  Elizabeth  (  )  Hanchett 

91 •  Francis  born  Feb.  or  Apr.  17?  1806.  See  his  line  further. 

92.  Eunice,  born  June  15?  1808  / 

93.  Samuel,  born  Mar.  6,  1810,  See  line  further 

94.  Child  born  Oct  8,  1812.  Note  this  generation  is  taken  from  the 
Loomis  Genealogy  and  from  the  form  in  which  it  is  here  given  it  may 
be  assumed  that  the  child  died  young,  unmarried. 

95.  Moses,  born  May  13,  1814.  See  line  further 

96.  Oliver,  born  Jan  13,  1817.  See  line  further 
97»  Eliza,  born  Nov.  28,  1818. 

98.  Horatio,  born  Nov.  15?  1823.  See  line  further 

99.  Mary,  born  Aug,  3?  1826. 

Moses  49 o 

We  have- very  meagre  data  indeed  about  this  Moses. 
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ants  of  this  Moses  and  there  is  little  doubt  that  by  referring  t 
a  very  complete  account  can  be  had  'of  him  and  his  sens  and  daughter. 
Of  the  deeds  there  are  several  that  refer  certainly  to  this  Kcses. 
The  first  of  these  is  in  1205  index  recording  only  sale  to  Moses 
Hanchett,  Jr.  by  Medad  Dewey.  The  date  is  the  date  cf  record  act  t 
of  the  deed,  but  it  is  net  likely  that  the  two  dates  are  far  epart. 
Also  three  othei'  deeds  to  hit  in  the  sane  year,  respectively  free. 
Jonathan  Ellsworth  L-  Philos  and  Samuel  Hamnett.  This  San:  el  .a  s 
his  brother  (up', 
from  Joel  Mart  indale ,  and  in  I321 

was  a  life  interest  in  two  tracts  of  land  in  We stfielc 
April  19,  1219  and  recorded  Jan.  20,  1221. 
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In  1321  Fr  eder  ick  nanenett  ( v/h oit  •■re  have  sum  os  e  a 
son  of  Moses ?  Uncle  Samuel)  bought  an  action  at  law  at 
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year  against  Moses  Hanchet 

Moses  Sr.  who  was  at  that  time  still  living.  In  the  same  year  Fred 
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erick  and  Henry  Hanchett  (sons  cf  Samuel 
Moses  Hanchett  Jr.  of  Westfield 

noted  in  connection  with  certain  mortgages  which  Moses  made  to  these 
two.  These  are  as  follows.  Moses  Hanchett.  cf  Westfield,  to  Fred¬ 
erick  Hanchett  of  West  Springfield  mortgage  of  land  in  Westfield, 

June  3,  1219.  Hext  on  -.he  recoms  —  s  c.n ot M ~ r  nor  —  ^  e  s  . — s  g ^ _  -  _  -  - 
Perhaps  this  is  Moses  Sr.  The  following  mortgage,  however,  is  cert¬ 
ainly  of  Moses  Jr.  who  adds  Jr.  to  tne  name  in  signing  although  in  th; 
body  of  the  deed  it  is  written  without  the  designation.  It  describes 
him  of  Westfield  and  is  a  mortgage  by  him  for  ICC  pounds  to  Frederick 
Hanchett  of  West  Springfield  of  land  in  Westfield.  One 
is  land  mortgaged  to  Frederick  Hanchett  and  Henry  Hanchett, 
contains  five  acres.  Date  Mar.  20,  1221.  Witnesses  Caleb  Rose  and 

Edward  Pynchon  Ack  <dT.d  R 9C  S dl**.0  QclV  •  *.OS  0S  o r*  j  n _ t  O  <  S  m96C  ^  -...-..t. 

in  1307  to -Samuel  Lathrop,  Roland  Inner sol,  Again  in  1213  to  Seth 
Lathrop.  In  1316  to  C-ecrge  Taylor  and  another  to  Ezekiel  Sibley.  In 
1320  to  Frederick  Hanchett  and  Samuel  Arnold  in  1221  to  Frederick 
Hanchett.  In  1323  to  Chas  Noble  in  u22u  tc  Amos  Dewey,  The  next  deed 
is  not  until  1243  and  may  be  of  the  sen  Moses.  These  deeds  should  be 
all  looked  up  as  veil  as  the  family  records  still  extant  at  Westfield. 

52.  Luke.  (Thomas*  Jchn^  John^  Jchn*^) 

Luke  Hanchett,  son  of  Lieut.  John  and  Mary  (Sheldon)  Hanchett. 
was  born  at  S.uffield,  Ct.  Feb  3,  1737-2  and  died  there  Sept.  22 
(Also  given  as  Sept.  23)  He  married  at  Suffield,  Oct.  16,  1766, 
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Harmon*  She  was  born  Mar°  4j  1744-5  and  died  at.  Suffield,  Sept*  14, 

1$34°  (Also  given  as  Sept*  15)  They  had  eleven  children  probably  all 
born  at  Suffield 9  although  the  births  of  Enos  and  Daniel  are  not  re¬ 
corded  there o 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Luke  and  Sarah  (Harmon)  Hanchett 

100o  Sarah,.  born  Aug*  8,  1767  and  died  at  Suffield  Dee* 26,  1792  unni* 

101 o  Luke,  born  Feb*  20  s  1769°  See  his  line  further,, 

102,  Isaac,  born  Jan,  23  ,  1773°  See  his  line  further*, 

103 »  Anne9  born  Jan929?  1775  and  died  at  Suffield,  0e*o  8,  1736  aged 
6lo  She  married  at  Suffield,  0cto  289  1813 ,  Dea,  Asa  Hale ,  He  was 
born  1779  and  died  at  Suffield,  Septo  4,  l8529  aged  73 •  One  child 
Sarah  Ann*, 

104°  Joseph  Thompson j  born  Jan*  11., -1777°  See  his  line  further*, 

105°  Eunice,  born  June  11,  l?79o  She  was  living  in  X82X«  She  married 
about  1808'9  Justus  Rose  or  Roea  Living  at  Unandaiqua,  NJ,  18L80 
They  had  three  children,, 

106o  Mary,  born  June  9«  1781*  She  was  living  in  1821,  She  married 

Alexander  Harmon,,  He  was  born  Sept*  11  s  1779  at  Suffield °  Living 
at  New  Marlborough,  Mass0  1848„  They  had  at  least  one  child 0 
107°  Phebe.,  born  June  8S  1783 °  She  was  living  in  1821°  She  married 
Ezra  or  Azcr  Phelps,  Living  at  Pompey*  NoY°  at-  one  time*, 

108o  Enos ,  born  1785  at  _ See  his  line  further „ 

109°  Daniel,  born  178?  at"  "  j0  See  his  line  further 0 
110 „  Lydia,  born  Dec,  17  s  TTXfsTat  Suffield^  and  died  there  0et«  19 ,  1812 
aged  24^  unmarried 0 


Luke  hanchett  (52)  son  of  Lieut 9  John  and  Mary  (Sheldon)  Hanchett 
His  birth  record  is  taken  from  the  Suffield  record.  His  death  record 
from  the  same  volume  is  given  Septo  22.,  1821,  ae  84,  but  his  tombstone 
record  at  West  Suffield  is  Septo  23-  of  that  year  and  his  age  there  is 
given  83,  which  is  of  course  correct,  since  Feb*  3 5  173 17  would,  had 
our  present  style  of  dividing  the  year  been  in  use,  have  been 
The  date  of  his  marriage  is  also  from  the  Suffield  records,  as 
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also 


wife. 


Here  again  the 


the  birth  and  death  dates  of  Sarah  Harmon 0  his 

tombstone  gives  the  death  one  day  later  than  the  town  book  of  Septo  15 
and  here  again  the  town  clerk  made  another  mistake  of  a  year  in  com¬ 
puting  her  age s  putting  it  down  as  90  when  the  age  89  appearing  cn 
the  tombstone  is  correct.  The  births  of  his  children  with  the  exception 
of  Enos  and  Daniel  appear  cn  the  Town  Clerk2 s  records  which  also  notes 
in  the  same  place  the  deaths  of  children  Sarah  and  Lydia 0  That  Enos 
and  Daniel  were  really  other  children  of  Luke  we  have  ample  sonfirm- 
ation  from  the  administration  of  Luke 8 s  estate  and  from  various  deeds. 


As  Luke  was  thus  the  father  of  eleven  children,,  five  of  them  sons 
and  has  many  living  descendants  more  information  would  be  very  welcome* 
His  marriage  at  the  age  of  29  is  one  of  our  earliest  dates  of  him* 

From  the  index  of  deeds  at  Suffield,  it  appears  that  he  bought  land  in 
1763  and  in  1765°  These  deeds  may  contain  further  information  and 
should  be  consulted,  especially  the  latter  which  was  from  John  Hanchetj 
to  Oliver  in  1788  which  is  evidently  Luke  to  his  brother  Capt  °  Oliver 
as  young  Luke  was  not  then  of  age*  John  Hanchett  the  father  also 
deeded  to  Luke  in  1787  and  in  the  same  year  to  Oliver  and  David 0  It 
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will  be  recalled  that  John  (33)  in  his  will  refers  to  a  settlement  made 
with  his  son  David  in  17$7  with  respect  to  support  of  his  wife  Kary  and 
it  is  evident  that  he  undertook  in  this  same  year  which  was  nine  years 
before  his  death  to  settle  the  afairs  of  his  estate,,  Hence  these 
deeds  and  the  deed  in  the  next  year  from  Luke  to  Oliver  is  probably 
another  disposition  of  some  of  this  same  land ,  These  deeds  should  all 
be  consulted o 

David  Hanchett  in  his  History  of  the  Hanchetts  mentions  that  Like 
took  part  in  the  expedition  to  Boston  of  the  Suffield  Company  under 
the  command  of  the  celebrated  Capt ,  Oliver  Hanchett,  his  brother,  and 
'that  David  Hanchett  another  brother  was  also  of  the  Company ,  This  was 
one  of  the  most  patriotic  companies  of  the  year  (1775)  and  undertook 
the  perilous  and  unfortunate  trip  to  Quebec,  Luke’s  period  of  service 
is  given  on  the  Conn,  records  as  but  8  days.  Part  of  this  Company 
fought  at  Bunker  Hill  but  it  is  impossible  to  say  whether  David  shared 
this  honor. 

The  estate  of  Luke  was  administered  in  the  probate  court  at  Suff¬ 
ield  Nov,  22,  1821,  cn  the  petition  of  his  sen  Enos,  The  real  estate 
mentioned  is  25  acres  on  the  east  side  of  the  highway  and  30  acres  on 
the  west  side,  Sarah  the  widow  is  given  dowar,  and  the  remainder  goes 
to  Daniel  Hanchett,  Joseph  Hanchett,  Enos  Hanchett,  Anne  Hale,  Eunice 
Roe,  Mary  Harmon  and  Pheoe  Phelps,  all  children  and  heirs. 

The  sons  Luke  and  Issae  are  not  mentioned  nor  are  any  children 
mentioned  as  representing  them.  This  points  to  the  fact  that  they 
died  without  issue  or  at  least  without  issue  who  survived  to  this  dote 
(1621).  We  have  never  found  any  record  of  these  two  outside  of  their 
birth  dates  and  are  inclined  to  think  that  they  died  at  early  ages. 

The  daughters  Sarah  and  Lydia  we  know  from  the  Suffield  records  to  have 
died  years  before  their  father  Luke,  Neither  married  or  left  issue 
as  is  apparent  from  the  gravestone  records  at  West  Suffield,  Miss  Sarah 
Hanchett,  daughter  of  Mr,  Luke  and  Mrs,  Sarah  Hanchett,  died  Dec,  26, 
1792  in  the  2oth  year  of  her  age.  In  memory  of  Miss  Lydia  Hanchett, 
daughter  of  Mr.  Luke  and  Mrs,  Sarah  Hanchett  who  died  19  Oct,  181.2  in 
the  24th  year  of  her  age. 

The  other  children  of  Luke  are  all  mentioned  in  the  administration 
proceedings.  Regarding  the  sons  we  shall  have  to  speak  of  them  under 
their  separate  notices  but  it  may  be  remarked  here  that  the  date  of  the 
birth  of  Daniel  given  by  estimation  in  17&7  now  appears  to  be  incorrect. 
From  the  order  of  mention  of  names  in  the  administration  proceedings  it 
is  evident  that  he  is  the  eldest  of  the  surviving  sons  and  in  certain 
deeds  of  those  sons  later  where  he  is  mentioned  with  Joseph  name  him 
first,  probably  in  deference  to  his  seniority.  That  being  the  case  an 
examination  of  the  list  of  children  before  Joseph  shows  us  a  gap  of 
four  years  between  Luke  and  Isaac  who  were  born  in  1769  and  1773  res¬ 
pectively,  but  we  could  put  the  birth  of  Daniel  conveniently  here  but 
in  no  other  place.  We  think  that  there  is  slight  doubt  that  Daniel  was 
born  about  1771®  The  date  of  Enos  birth  was  determined  by  reckoning 
back  from  his  gravestone  record  which  gave  not  his  birth  but  his  death 
and  his  age  at  death.  The  gap  between  Enos  and  Lydia  and  the  last 
child  is  three  years  and  hardly  justifies  the  interpolation  of  Daniel 
at  this  point.  All  these  facts  were  not  in  mind  at  the  time  of  this 
assumption. 
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The  further  record  of  Ann  is  taken  from  the  Suf field  records 
under  the  Hale  data  where  she  was  called  Anna* 

The  further  record  of  Eunice  is  taken  from  the  Suffield  records 
under  the  name  Rose.  The  marriage  is  not  given  but  the  birth  of  three 
children  are  recorded,  the  first  being  born  Sept.  20 ,  1309°  The  third 
child  was  named  Lydia  Hanchett  Rose,  evidently  in  memory  of  the  aunt 
Lydia  who  died  in  1312  unmarried .  In  the  administration  proceedings 
Rose  is  twisted  into  Roe  by  some  hasty  action,.  That  they  removed  to 
Canandaiqua,  Ontario  County,  N.  Y.,  we  get  from  the  deed  of  the  heirs 
of  Luke  to  the  brother  Enos  made  in  1347,  to  be  cited  under  in  this 
sket ch. 

The  further  record  of  Mary.  Her  marriage  to  Harmon  is  disclosed 
in  the  administration  proceedings  in  1321 .  The  Christian  name  of  her 
husband  Alexander  and  their  residence  at  New  Malborough,  Mss.  in  1343 
we  get  from  the  deeds  of  the  heirs  to  be. cited*  His  birth  is  probably 
taken  from  the  Harmon  book,  the  reference  in  my  notes  being  for  the 
moment  missing* 

As  the  further  record  of  Phoebe,  Her  mafriage  to  Phelps  had 
taken  place  in  the  time  of  the  administration  proceedings  in  1321.  The 
Christian  name  of  the  husband  Ezra  is  disclosed  by  the  deed  of  the 
heirs  in  1347  as  is  also  their  residence  in  Pornpey,  H.  Y*  The  calling 
him  Azor  in  the  acknowledge  we  suppose  to  be  a  bull  of  the  notary,  as 
he  signed  Ezra,  and  is  so  written. 

I  append  an  abstract  of  the  deed  of  the  children  of  Luke  which 
discloses  so  much  of  their  whereabouts. 

.  * 

Suffield  Deeds  23-79°  Daniel  Hanchett  and  Joseph  T*  Hanchett  of 
Pompey  and  Ezra  Phelps  and  Phoebe  Phelps,  wife  of  Ezra  in  said  Pornpey, 
Justus  Rose  and  Eunice  wife  of  said  etc.  of  Canandaiqua,  Ontario  county, 
N.  Y.  Alexander  Harmon  and  Mary,  wife,  of  New  Malborough,  Berkshire 
county,  Mass .  Asa  Hale  and  Sarah  Ann  Hale,  only  child  of  Asa  of  Suf¬ 
field.  For  divers  good  considerations  and  especially  ^500  paid  by  Enos 
Hanchett,  late  of  Suffield,  quit  claim  to  said  Enos,  deceased  and  his 
heirs  and  assigns  forever  all  rights  which  we  have  or  ought  to  have 
in  land  in  Suffield,  sixty  acres  more  or  less  with  buildings  also  land 
in  Wo  Springfield  about  six  acres  known  as  the  plain  lot.  Signed  by 
Asa  Hale,  Sarah  Ann  Hale,  Daniel  Hanchett,  Joseph  T.  Hanchett,  Ezra 
Phelps,  Justus  Rose,  Eunice  Rose,  Alexander  Harmon,  Mercy  Harmon,  Ack. 
by  the  Hales  at  Suffield,  Dec.  25,  1347,  by  the  Hanchett s  and  Phoebe 
Phelps  at  Onandaga  Co.  Jan.  11,  1843,  by  the  Harmons  in  Berkshire  Co. 
Mar.  13,  1343,  by  the  Roses  in  Ontario  Co.,  N.  Y.  Jan.  14,  1343  Rec. 

Mar.  24,  1343. 

It  will  be  noticed  that  the  grantees  are  really  the  heirs  of 
Enos  who  the  deed  says  is  deceased  and  this  indeed  is  the  fact  as  he 
had  died  about  a  year  before  leaving  minor  children,  he  having  mar¬ 
ried  late  at  the  age  of  47. 

Other  deeds  of  children  of  Luke  will  be  given  under  their  nar.es 
but  this  is  the  most  appropriate  place  for  a  deed  of  a  daughter  Phoebe. 
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Phebe  Phelps  of  Pompey,  No  Y*  for  $160  to  Enos  Hanchett  of  Suf- 
field  all  that  part  of  real  estate  of  my  late  father  Luke  Hanchett, 
deceased  also  that  part  set  out  to  my  mother  Sarah*  Dated  Feb*  16, 

1827 *  Acko  at  Suf field  same  day„  In  the  next  page  of  the  record  is  a 
mortgage  back  of  this  land  by  Enos,  showing  that  he  did  non  pay  cash,, 

This  shows  that  the  Phelps  family  went  to  Pompey  much  earlier 
than  1827  and  an  other  deed  of  1827  shows  that  Daniel  and  Joseph  were 
at  Pompey  at  this  date  also* 

54®  Captain  Oliver  (Thomas^  John^  John-^  John^} 

Capt*  Oliver  Hanchett,  son  of  Lieut*  John  and  Mary  (Sheldon) 
Hanchett,  was  born  at  Suf field,  Aug*  7,  1741  and  died  there  Kay  26, 
1816,  aged  75 o  He  was  celebrated  in  American  History  as  taking  a 
leading  part  in  the  famous  expedition  of  Arnold  through  Maine  to 
Quebec*  He  commanded  one  division  after  the  expedition  had  divided 
and  saved  his  division  and  the  companion  division*  This  was  one  of 
the  most  heroic  marches  in  American  History*  Quebec  was  attempted 
by  storm  but  the  expedition  failed  and  Capt*  Hanchett  and  many  others 
were  taken  prisioner*  His  adventures  form  an  interesting  and  essent¬ 
ial  part  of  American  History*  Later  he  was  prominent  in  Suffield  and 
was  sheriff.  He  married  at  Suffield  May  26,  1766  (some  give  it  Kay  29) 
to  Rachel  Gillet*  She  was  born  Mar  *  6,  1745-6  and  died  at  Suffield, 
Mar.  28,  1821*  They  had  nine  children  born  at  Suffield* 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Capt*  Oliver  and  Rachel  (Gillet)  Hanchett 

111.  A  son  born  July  26,  1766  and  died  the  same  day* 

112.  Rachel,  born  June  3j  1767  and  died  at  Suffield  Aug*  18,  1769 » 

113*  Lydia,  born  June  11,  1769 »  She  was  living  in  1815*  She  married 

at  Suffield,  May  5;  1769?  Sizzardus  Lacey*  They  had  six  children* 
114*  Rachel.,  born  Mar*  1,  1772*  She  was  living  in  1.815* 

115®  Dr*  John  Wilks,  born  Sept*  2,  1774®  See  his  line  further* 

116.  Nancy,  born  June  27,  1777  and  died  at  Syracuse,  N.  Y.  1855®  She 
married  at  Suffield,  Sept.  14,  1795,  Rev*  Daniel  Waldo  from  Suf¬ 
field,  Cong*  Chaplin  of  the  House  of  Rep*,  Washington*  He  was 
born  at  Windham,  Ct*  Sept*  10,  1762  and  died  at  Syracuse,  N.  Y. 
July  30,  1864®  They  had  five  boys* 

117*  Oliver,  born  July  14,  1780  and  died  at  Suffield  Aug.  16,  1780, 
II80  Oliver.  Cromwell,  born  July  21,  1782,  See  his  line  further* 

119.  Julia,  born  April  30,  1787  and  was  living  in  1815* 

Oliver  Hanchett,  (54)  son  of  Lieut.  John  and  Mary  (Sheldon)  . 
Hanchett.  His  birth,  parentage,  marriage,  children  and  death  are  all 
taken  from  the  Suffield  records*  The  marriage  date  on  the  Suffield 
records  is  May  29,  1766  and  not  May  26  as  given  in  the  account  in 
American  Ancestry,  This  Oliver  Hanchett,  later  Captain  in  the  Re¬ 
volution,  is  perhaps  the  most  distinguished  of  the  descendants  of 
Deacon  Thomas  and  has  won  an  assured  place  for  the  family  in  American 
History* 
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Oliver  Hanchett ’s  military  record  begins  in  1757  when  he  was  but 
fifteen  years  eld,  the  first  notice  being  as  follows*,  Conn™  Hist.  Soc. 
French  and  Indian  War  Rolls.  Camp  1757o  Col.  Lyman’s  regiment.  Col. 
and  Capt.  Lyman  of  1st  Company.  Oliver  Hanchett  enlisted  Mar .  4.  and 
was  discharged  Dec.  2.  Notwithstanding  his  extreme  youth,  a  mere  boy, 
he  was  rapidly  promoted,  an  indication  that  he  displayed  at  the  outset 
those  signal  abilities  which  made  hime  a  conspicuous  figure  under  far 
greater  hazards.  A  later  record  in  the  same  service  and  year  is  as 
follows.  Camp  1757®  Capt.  Kendall’s  men.  Sert.  Oliver  Hanchett  with 
others  was  sent  to  the  relief  of  Major  John  Webb  at  Fort  Edward  .and 
William  Henry  and  points  adjoining.  He  was  Lieutenant  before  August 
10  as  appears  by  the  following.  Camp  1757®  Lieut.  Oliver  Hanchett  of 
'6th  Company  Capt.  Kendall’s.  Col.  Conant’s  return  1757  Aug.  10.  As 
Oliver’s  birthday  was  on  the  7th  of  August  he  was  then  just  turned 
sixteen.  This  return  was  a  muster  roll  of  the  first  company  of 
militia  detached  or  drafted  out  of  the  militia  of  the  5th  regiment  on 
the  9th  and  10th  days  of  August.  Inst,  in  order  to  march  to  the  re¬ 
lief  and  assistance  of  the  forces  under  the  command  of  Major  John 
Webb  at  Fort  Edward,  Fort  William  Henry  and  parts  adjacent  which  said 
company  is  by  me  the  subscriber  put  under  the  command  of  Capt.  Jon¬ 
athan  Rudd.  , 

The  above  record  of  Oliver  is  so  extraordinary  a  service  for  a 
boy  of  his  years  that  it  might  be  thought  that  there  was  some  mistake 
and  there  was  an  Oliver  older  who  was  referred  to.  Oliver  (54;  is 
however  the  oldest  of  the  name  among  the  descendants  of  Deacon  Thomas. 
Joseph  Hanchett  had  a  son  Oliver  whose  birth  we  do  not  have  exactly 
but  which  we  reckon  to  be  about  1761.  Joseph  himself  was  but  18  at 
Oliver’s  birth,  which  set  at  rest  any  doubt  as  to  the  identity  of  the 
Oliver.  Our  lists  show  no  breaks  at  this  time. 

Oliver  married  in  Suf field,  Rachel  Gillett  in  1766  and  lived 
there  uninterruptedly  until  the  outbreak  of  the  Revolution.  In  the 
account  in  American  Ancestry  of  Capt.  Oliver s  written  by  his  immediate 
descendants,  we  are  told  that  he  was  deputy  sheriff  of  Hartford  county 
and  had  a  lockup  for  prisioners  in  the  cellar  of  the  house  built  by  him 
in  Suf field  and  which  was  at  the  time  the  article  was  written  (about 
1889)  occupied  by  Mr.  A.  D.  Nooney,  being  to  all  intents  in  its  original 
condition.  It  is  not  stated  when  he  received  this  appointment  but  we 
find  evidence  of  his  activities  in  the  Connecticut  Public  Records.  In 
1771  he  memorialized  the  Legislature  having  discovered  two  counterfeiter 
of  bills  of  credit  in  Suffield,  for  which  service  he  was  allowed  20 
pounds  of  the  forfeit  money.  In  1772,  42  pounds  and  10  shillings  were 
allowed  Oliver  Hanchett  for  apprehending  and  bringing  to  justice  five 
persons  guilty  of  counterfeiting.  And  again  a  warrant  was  issued  to  the 
State  Treasurer  to  pay  Oliver  Hanchett  18  pounds  6  shillings  and  8  pence 
for  detecting  counterfeiters. 

Meanwhile  the  Revolutionary  crisis  was  approaching  and  in  Suffield 
the  feeling  was  especially  strong.  Suffield  formed  a  company  in  May 
1775®  Oliver  Hanchett  was  Lieut,  in  this  company,  and  his  brothers 
David  and  Luke  were  privates  and  this  compnay  was  sent  off  on  the  famous 
Lexington  Alarm  to  Boston.  Before  the  company  reached  Boston,  news 
came  that  all  was  quiet  and  many  returned  and  probably  among  these 


-SY- 


d  ;bv  erf  nerfv;  ^<*YI  ni  rr.js->d  nooeT  y*to.?1  rim  tda/in  is  cIO 
08  .3r  :r  .  noO  .e  rollol  es  griie  T  9oidon  dsiil  erfd  b.o  srraex  neadlxl 
-IcO  Jr  mil  r>?  ?’  ~  ;I  .  oO  .Y2YI  qn  •  si  Cofi  TV.  rsib  I  In.  do  :srft 

;  r.B  *ii  .t  .4  b9dailf  *  ddorforcfi  '  ler/IO  •xnftqnoO  jbL  lo  ns/tr^I  .dqsO  baa 
rfdnox  smeidxe  aid  snibnBdaridxwdoM  .S  #oeQ  bertsdoeXb  a«w 
3XfiIq2bb  erf  dfirfd  noldBoibaz  nn  hsdn.noiq  xrbiqfi  eaw  ©ri 
w  ureW  euojjoxqaroo  s  ©nil!  ejbsnr  rf©irl  r  •©xd’i^idr  It  lie  aorfd 
:  '1  1  \  bxu  oj  /j  enifia  9 rid  rr  [  too 9*1  tv  L  A  •  t  i 

rwb3  dio1?  da  ddr'1  nrf ol  *x©t,£.4  lo  leilei  ©rid  od  .  ::ea  bw  aiorfJo 
rolsd  dnsnsdueiJ  ebi*  •?•  oH  mefll.-V; 

onxH  *X9v  10  .dx  iJ  .Y£  ’I  qmfiO  .gniwollol  ©rid  \6  aiBeqqB  efi  01 
a  .01  „  uA  Yf  I  muceT  -^d.ienoO  .Io0  •«tIIr  or»)l  «,dqsQ  \  sqmoO  rfdd‘ 

7  »  ST'  i  ff  ’ 

t  r.  ic  irfd  lo  ©rid  1©  cuo  bedlfxb  to  bsrfoBdeb  Bidilim 

Tin  of  i©b*xo  ni  .dr  xl  .  ei/quA  'to  (no  ridOI  bn£  rfd£  ©rid 

f:  '  j  iw  x  >b£  sdiaq  Ms  xv-T»H  ousIUlW  die  .bTBvbb  dnoY  dB  ddoW 
-  :ob  .  vq/0  o  bnarx-jpo  end  fcnu  cue  Tedinoadna  erfd  ©ra  yd  a  1  auqraoo 

•  bbu:  rtarijs 1 

a  toI  9:rv*js?»  .  vr  rtibTOis'idxe  oe  ei  rTf*viI0  lo  biooeT  ©vodA  erfT 

'ISO  -OO  b9*XT9l9T  SBW  OW  Tsblo  T9V.  I0  ITS  8£  '/  919rfd  bnB 

0 v firf  Jon  00  9V  rid*r±d  9eoriw  levilO  noa  f  berf  dJarfTfiB-i  rfqeaol 
::  1  fi/d  fiJti  t-eol*  .IdYI  dooda  ed  od  no.  oqt  f  1  oxrfw  dud 

d  io  xdldnobi  -rid  cd  dduob  %?.*  daei  dB  d©?;  /Jotffv/  -ridT  :c  eWe.vlCO 

•  ©mi  •  eirfd  ds  axaeTd  on  woria  eda*I  tuO  .nsvilO 

ni  0  J© II iO  I jrfo&H  (blai^luS  ni  beiTTsm  nevilO 
tI  .noidulcv  >5:  erf.  to  :  .ano'duo  d  LX  ^nu  1  Lbr  qurTsdninn  vxerid 
Aibannti  axrf  Y'  n©ddiTW  t~9v  C  .dasO  lo  vTdasonA  nBDlno  A  ni  dftuooo* 
nuc  1  bTclaiBri  lo  tliTerfa  du  *9b  asw  erf  did  f  biod  ens  9W  t editsbn90a©b 
\d  dixud  951/orf  «rfd  1o  ixlleo  9rfd  ni  ant  noi  jinq  toI  qurfool  fi  bBd  bna 
HBddiTW  8Bw  9loidrii  srfd  . ■-■■id  erfd  d£  asw  rioirfw  bn«  xleilli/S  ni 

dne;*  cco-s  eirfr  bev  90©t  rrf  .  w*  I  r>de  el  dl  •noidibnoo 
I  .ei>TOv©fl  0.  du5!  duoido:  .  oO  srfd  n_  «  sidx’  xJojb  eirf  'iO  aor.noiv©  bnil 
9  nednuoc  owd  b^Tovooeib  gniv£  l  sTudBlaigeJ  9rfd  bsailsinc  .*  ©rf  IYYI 
is1  IIb  xfivr  *rf  fc^xvTta  do '  :riv/  xol  f  bl9i -.lx;8  nx  .'ibeno  10  ellid  lo 
tow  €  v  tllirfa  01  bus  abnuoq  S-A  ,SYYI  ni  .Yenom  dielnol  ©rid  ip  ebnuoq 
il  eoxdeut  od  gnx^niid  bn©  jnJmr.  &  nol  ddebon-H  nsv  0  bewollfi 
3ueai  asw  dnBTTfiw  s  nis^B  bnA  Osnxdx9l*x9dnuoo  lo  y^I^S  snoansq 
>n©  sgnillirfe  u  ebnuoq  fcl  ddsaonsH  T9viI0  Yi:(l  TetuaBeT T  eoredS 

•  aT9dielT9dni/oo  gnidosdeb  toI 

11l'2  ni  bns  ^nirioBOTqqB  a  w  eieino  ytv  oldnlovsH  ©rfd  9lirfv;iB9M 
\bM  ni  xn£>^n'Co  s  bsimcl  bl9illi/e  o^no-xdo  kbw  qnilasl  erfd 

aneridoid  airi  bnB  «irfd  ni  .dueiJ  aew  dd9i:on©H  navilO  ,^YYI 

1  t:  ;  no  lie  dn9B  a/  .  Y^nq^oo  axrid  bnr  sgdsvxnq  9*raw  9.  nJ  b  n  blvsG 
ew9n  tnodeoa  b9rioB9*x  ynBqmoo  9rid  9*xole8  *nodao8  od  raiBiA  flod^iiixdJ 
929rid  ^nornB  x^^5^0^  J^nB  bemud©!  x^^1  bnB  d9iup  :  IIb  dBrid.  9m«no 


73 


were  David  and  Luke.  Oliver  kept  on  with  some  ethers.  Some  of  the 
Connecticut  detachments  took  part  at  Bunker  Hill  but  whether  Oliver 
was  among  these  cr  not  it  is  impossible  to  say.  That  data  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  is  a  little  confusing  as  to  the  facts  cf  organization,.  David  Han™ 
chett  in  his  history  says  that  the  company  was  formed  at  Suffield  in  Ma 
1775  but  that  Oliver  had  gone  with  another  company  previously  to 
Boston  on  the  very  first  alarm  with  Capt.  Elihu  Kent.  The  public, re¬ 
cords  give  Oliver  an  ensign  in  April  1775  on  the  10th  Company,'  2nd 
Regt.  A  little  later  John  Harmon 9  Jr0  Capt.  having  resigned  in  his 

favor  he  received  the  commission .  The  military  records  give  this 

commission  as  follows,,  Tenth  Company  ,  2nd  Regt.  Capt  .  Oliver  Han- 
r chett  of  Suffield,  Comm.  May  1st.  The  date  is  clerly  wrong  and  more¬ 
over  the  commission  is  still  in  existence  in  the  hands  of  Capt „  Oliver 

descendants  and  is  found  to  be  dated  July  1st.  1775®  Of  this  second 
Regiment  was  raised  on  the  first  call  for  troops  by  the  legislature 
in  April  and  May  1775  •  recruited  mainly  in  present  Middlesex  county 
and  the  eastern  pars  of  the  colony.  marched  by  companies  to  Boston 
took  post  at  Roxbury,  served  during  the  siege  until  the  expiration  of 
the  term,  Dec.  17  Detachments  of  men  and  officers  engaged  at 

the  battle  cf  Bunker  Hill,  June  17th  and  in  Arnold's  Quebec  Expedition 
Sept,  to  Dec.  i775.  Adopted  as  Continental  in  July. 


This  10th  Company  was 
Hanehett  cammanding  to  jci 


of  Fort  Ticondoroga  in 

m  Congress  and 


r  :> 


ular  both 
to  make  the  attempt  by  way 
expedition  to  cooperate  wi 
This  force  was  composed  of 
the  several  New  England  Re 
and  Virginia  riflemen  late 
officers  and  men  was  13 GO. 
100  strong.  Col.  Benedict 
force  with  Lieut.  Cols.  Gr 
and  Maj.  Bigelow  of  Massac 
officers.  The  Connecticut 


detached  Sept „  I,  1775  with  Capt  Oliver 
n  in  the  Quebec  Expedition.  Upon  the  captur 
the  project  of  invading  Canada  became  pop- 
in  the  Army.  Gen.  Montgomery  being  authcriz 
of  Lake  Champlain ,  Washington  organized  an 
th  him  by  way  of  Kennebec  and  the  Main  Woods 
13  companies  of  volunteers  detached  from 
giment  s 


around  Boston  and  the  Pennsylvania 
iy  arrived  in  Camp.  The  total  number  of 
The  Connecticut  quota  ms  one  full  company 
Arnold  was  assigned  to  the  command  of  the 


ren  of  Rhode  Island  and  Enos  of  Connect 


.  i;  a  u, 


field 


husetts  and  Meigs  of  Ccnn.  as  other 
Company  was  commanded  by  Capt.  Hanehett 


This  expedition  has  become  famous  in  American  annals,  not  however 
for  its  successful  outcome,  for  the  expedition  fail  to  take  Quebec, 
but  on  account  of  the  pluck  and  endurance  of  the  men  in  persisting  to 
the  end  through  difficulties  and  dangers  of  the  most  dishartening 
character.  Many  indeed  did  turn  back  but  Capt.  Hanehett  and  Arnold 
kept  on  dividing  the  command  between  them  in  two  divisions.  Capt. 
Hanehett  by  his  prudence  and  careful  handling  of  men  and  provisions 
brought  through  his  division  safely  and  reunited  with  Arnold’s  Div¬ 
ision  just  in  time  to  save  the  latter  from  extermination  by  starvation 
The  perilous  portion  of  the  oepedition  lasted  thirty  days  and  the 
difficulties  were  in  the  rugged  nature  of  the  country  traversed  being 
virgin  forest  with  many  swift  streams .  which  were  the  cause  of  many 
disasters  and  losses  in  fording.  Worst  of  all  was  the  failure  of 
supplies . 

The  journal  of  Joseph  Ware  of  Needham  gives  some  account  of  the 
situation.  Oct.  24th.  Our  provision  growing  scanty  and  some  of  our 
men  being  sick,  held  a  council,  agreed  to  send  the  sick  back  and  to 
send  a  captain  and  fifty  men  forward  to  the  inhabitants'  as  soon  as 
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possible  that  they  might  send  us  some  provisions,,  Accordingly  the 
sick  were  sent  back  and  Capt.  Han chit  with  fifty  men  went  forward. 
Before  this  Col.  Enos  and  three  captains  of  other  companies  turned 
back  and  took  them  large  stores  of  ammunitions  and  provisions ,  being 
discouraged  as  we  supposed  by  the  difficulties  they  met  with.  This 
day  we  got  forward  nine  miles.  The  water  was  very  rapid  and  many  of 
our  boats  were  upset  and  much  of  our  baggage  lost  and  provisions  and 
guns. 

There  has  been  a  large  volumn  written  on  the  Quebec  Expedition 
and  a  serial  article  on  the  same  subject  published  in  the  Century 
Magazine. 


The  Rev.  R.  H.  Tuttle  in  an  article  on  Windsor  has  occasion  to 
refer  to  the  Quebec  Expedition  and  has  this  to  say  about  Capt.  Han- 
chett.  The  assault  upon  Quebec  began  at  two  different  points 
a  furious  sno w  on  the  evening  of  the  31st  of  December,  1775 «  On 


during 


md  the  other  by  Col.  Arnold. 


■rty 


while 


was  led  by  Gen.  Montgomery  in  pc 

The  commanding  general  was  killed  at  the  head  of  his  division- 
entering  the  city,  and  Arnold  was  wounded  while  rapidly  advancing  under 
the  fire  from  the  ramparts.  In  the  assault  made  by  Arnold’s  d 
the  first  to  mount  the  barricade  were  Capt.  Seth  (mistake  for 
Han chett  of  Suf field  and  Elijah  Marshall  of  Windsor.  Hanchett ’s 
is  said  to  have  been  heard  above  the  din  of  battle  animating  hi.: 
comrade  in  these  -words  -  "'Walk  up,  Marshall,  our  mothers  are  at  home 
praying  for  us,  and  the  enemy  can’t  hurt  us 


v i sion 
Oliver ) 
voi  ce 


TT 


The  fortunes  of  the  day  are  aptly  described  in  Capt.  Hanchett ’s 
own  words  addressed  to  the  Conn.  Legislature  in  a  Memorial  Addles. 
"Having  arrived  before  Quebec ,  in  endeavoring  to  take  that  city  by 
storm  and  the  fortunes  of  war-  the  Memorialists  and  most  of  his  com¬ 
pany  who  survived  the  attempt  were  taken  and  made  prisioners  cH.  .fill  lUhl"* 
self  put  in  irons  and  continued  in  captivity  until  the  month  of  Oct. 
1776." 


During  the  captivity  the  men  being  out  of  funds  and  having  to  buy 
their  supplies  from  their  captors,  Capt,  Han chett  advanced  of  his  own 
funds  about  100  dollars  for  which  he  was  subsequently  reimbursed  by* 
the  Legislature  upon  the  representations  contained  in  his  Memorial. 

Furthermore  upon  Capt.  Oliver’s  representations,  the  Legislature 
appointed  a  committee  to  look  in  the  case  of  the  embezzlement  of  the 
funds  of  Capt.  Hanchett’s  men  by  James  Knowles  their  Ensign  while 
this  company  was  in  captivity  and  it  was  found  that  he  was  insolvent 
and  had  gone  privateering. 

The  Historical  account  of  the  expedition  gives  further  details  of 
some  stormy  scenes  between  Capt.  Hanchett  and  Arnold  and  the  former’s 
in  captivity  when  an  escape  was  proposed. 

Oliver  Hanchett  seems  to  have  taken  no  further  part  in  the  War 
upon  his  return  after  a  year’s  captivity,  the  release  of  himself  and 
company  being  effected  by  an  exchange.  There  is  an  Oliver  Hanchett 
who  served  at  Stockbridge  and  at  Springfield  in  the  later  years  of 
the  war,  but  these  are  records  of  Oliver  son  of  Joseph. 
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We  have  no  details  of  him  since  the  release  and  suppose  that  he 
continued  as  a  farmer  at  Suffield.  There  are  many  deeds  on  record  of 
Oliver  and  none  of  these  have  been  consulted  and  from  them  undoubtedly 
further  facts  are  obtainable »  See  Town  Clerk  Records  of  Deeds  at  Suf- 

field. 

The  will  of  Lieut.  John,  his  father,  leaves  Capt.  Oliver  5  sh» , 
but  several  years  previously  to  this  will  in  1737,  he  had  distributed 
his  real  estate  among  the  three  sons  David,  Luke  and  Oliver,, 

In  the  W.  Springfield  burying  ground  there  is  a  white  marble 
tablet  with  this  inscription,  ”In  memory  of  Capt.  Oliver  Hanchett  who 
died  May  26,  1316,  aged  75»,T 

■ 

The  will  of  Capt.  Oliver  is  at_ Hartford,  Ct.  in  the  probate 
office.  The  proceedings  describe  him  as  ’’late  of  Suffield”  and  John 
W.  Hanchett,  his  son  was  appointed  executor  at  a  court  held  July  16.  I 
1316.  The  account  was  exhibited  x1  eb «  20,  131/1  o  ihe  wild,  is  dated  liar . 

1,  1315  and  commences;  I,  Oliver  Hanchett,  of  Suffield.  He  gives  1/3 
to  Rachel  Hanchett,  widow;  to  daughters,  Lydia,  Rachel  and  Nancy  j?10 
and  to  Julia  $>1.  The  residue  went  to  sons  John  Wilks  and  Oliver  Crom¬ 
well  Hanchett.  John  Wilks  Hanchett  was  made  executor.  Inventory  July 

2,  1316  shows  an  estate  of  v?2234o64° 

Three  of  his  children  died  in  infancy  but  the  remainder  all  sur¬ 
vived  him  as  did  his  wife  Rachel.  We  have  no  record  of  the  marriage 
of  the  daughters  Rachel  and  Julia  and  they  may  not  have  married  at  all. 

55 o  David  (Thomas^  John^  John^  John*4-) 

David,  son  of  Lieut.  John  and  Mary  (Sheldon)  Hanchett  was  born 
at  Suffield,  June  3,  (also  given  as  June  19)  1743..  and  died  there  Sept. 

4,  1319,  aged  76.  He  married  at  Suffield,  Oct.  24.  (also  given  as  Oct. 

25)  1765,  Deborah  Sheldon.  She  was  born  Dec.  11,  (also  given  as  Dec. 

26)  1745  and  died  at  Suffield,  May  13,  1342,  aged  96  years  5  months. 

They  had  twelve  children  born  at  Suffield,  Ct. 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  David  and  Deborah  (Sheldon)  Hanchett 

120.  John,  born  Sept.  10,  1766.  See  line  further. 

121.  Deborah,  born  May  17,  1763  and  died  Mar.  11,  1352.  She  married 
one  Hurlbert  of  New  York. 

122.  Mary,  born  Mar.  or  May  22,  1770  and  died  Jan.  27,  1346.  She  mar¬ 
ried  at  Suffield,  Oct.  23,  1794,  Samuel  Sheldon.  He  was  born  in  1766 
and  died  at  Suffield,  July  31,  1356.  They  had  seven  children. 

123 .  David,  born  May  24,  1772  and  died  Nov.  24,  1776. 

124»  Olive’,  born  July  23,  1774  and  died  Oct.  7,  1329.  She  married  one 
Carter. 

125*  Hannah,  born  Feb.  2,  or  22,  1777  and  died  April  5,  1313 .  She  mar¬ 
ried  at  Suffield,  Aug.  22,  1799,  Benajah  Kent.  He  was  born  in  1747 
and  died  at  Suffield,  June  15 .  1321,  aged  74.  They  had  5  children. 
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126 o  David,  born  April  13  3  1779 »  See  line  further, 

127<>  Erastur,  born  Jan,  17^1,  See  line  further, 

123,  Seth,  born  Aug,  79  17&3 °  See  line  further, 

129 o  Chloe,  born  Jan,  10  or  15,  1736,  Died  Oct,  15  or  5:  13?2„  She 

Married  at  Suffield  May  2,  1320,  Abijah  Remington,  Jr„  He  died  at 
Suf field  April  15 »  1354, 

130,  Betsey,  born  Nov,  12,  1739  and  died  _ _ _  Sept,  50  l349o  She 

married  Leonard  King,  Jr, 

13 lo  Phineas,  born  May  22,  1792,  See  line  further, 

David  Hanchett  (55) 

David  Hanchett  son  of  John  and  Mary  (Sheldon)  Hanchett,  The 
records  of  his  birth,  death,  etc,,  are  taken  from  the  Suffield  Records, 
His  gravestone  record  and  that  of  his  wife  are  the  same  as  the  town 
records.  The  stones  are  to  be  found  in  the  West  Suffield  Burying 
Ground,  The  old  house  built  by  David  Hanchett  in  1765  at  about  the 
time  of  his  marriage  was  standing  in  Suffield  in  1903  when  the  writer 
was  there.  The  son  Phineas  lived  there  also  and  brought  up  his  family 
there,  David  Hanchett,  of  La  Porte,  Iowa  was  born  there  and  gives  an 
interesting  account  of  his  grandmother  and  grandfather  as  follows : 

"Here  also  David  Hanchett,  my  grandfather,  was  born  and  raised  his 
family  of  twelve  children.  Building  nearly  opposite  and  across  trie 
street  from  his  father  in  the  year  1765 3  and  after  living  in  this  house 
with  his  son  about  54  years,  grandfather  died  in  in  his  77th  year  in 
the  same  house  he  had  built  as  a  young  man.  In  the  same  house  my  father 
(Phineas)  was  born  and  died,  never  having  any  ether  home.  It  was  owned 
by  my  sister  Louisa  after  father's  death,  and  is  yet  in  a  good  state  of 
preservation.  On  my  recent  trip  east,  I  saw  and  entered  the  old  nouse 
and  perceived  a  line  of  fence  built  of  chestnut  rail  timber  in  the 
spring  of  1764  by  my  grandfather  between  himself  and  his  brother  Luke 
128  years  before,  (N,B,  visit  must  have  been  in  1382)  Some  of  the  rails 
looked  as  though  they  might  do  service  for  a  quarter  or  perhaps  a  half 
century,  My  two  sisters  are  yet  living  on  a  portion  of  the  old  farm 
first  taken  by  my  great  grandfather  in  the  year  1730,  Grandfather  had 
a  family  of  twelve  children,  six  sons  and  six  daughters,  all  lived  and 
raised  families  except  one  son  who  died  at  the  age  of  four  and  one  half 
years.  My  father  was  the  youngest  child, Tf 

nMy  grandmother  Deborah  (Sheldon)  was  noted  for  zealous  piety,  I 
have  often  heard  her  religious  experiences  as  she  would  relate  it  in 
the  family  in  nearly  these  words; 

When  I  first  experienced  religion,  I  was  soon  led  into  — -  be¬ 
liever’s  baptism,  I  saw  plainly  as  I  ever  saw  the  sun  with  bodily  eye 
that  Christ  went  down  into  the  water  and  it  was  the  duty  thus  of 
Christians  to  imitate  his  example.  But  I  had  been  brought  up  a  Congre- 
gationalist,  sprinkled  in  infancy,  and  the  minister  of  the  Congregat¬ 
ional  church  asked  me  if  I  thought  such  a  multiplicity  of  water  could 
wash  away  sin,  I  replied  -  ’Baptism  is  not  washing  away  the  filth 
of  the  flesh  but  the  answer  of  a  good  concience  to  God?,  But  I  found 
it  a  great  trial  to  come  and  write  with  the  Baptists,  They  were  then 
a  poor  dispised  people  and  my  proud  heart  revolted  at  the  idea  of 
meeting  with  them,  I  ran  around  the  Cross  as  long  as  possible,  neglect¬ 
ing  a  known  but  painful  duty  and  was  finally  resolved  to  offer 
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myself  to  the  church ,  I  felt  as  did  Paul  with  his  call  to  preach, 
-"Necessity  was  laid  upon  me 0  Yea,  Woe  unto  me  if  I  would  not,— 
time  to  Baptize  in  God*s  appointed  way  and  according  to  his  example. 
But  when  I  was  ready  to  go  I  had  lost  my  experience  and  evidence  of 
being  a  Christian,  but  I  resolved  to  go,  not  knowing  whether  they 
would  receive  me,  but  thought  I  should  have  the  satisfaction  of  try¬ 
ing  to  do  my  duty.  So  I  went  and  when  the  time  came  for  the  relation 
of  my  experience  I  did  not  want  for  words  nor  for  an  experience. 

Things  new  and  old  were  brought  to  my  remembrance  and  I  had  a  great- 
freedom  in  its  relation.  It  was  a  happy  day  to  me ,  A  lady  from  Hart¬ 
ford  was  received  at  the  same  time  as  a  candidate  for  membership. 

She  told  me  after  the  meeting  she  would  have  given  much  to  have  had 
the  same  freedom  that  I  had  in  the^ relation  of  her  experience.  When 
I  was  baptized  none  of  my  family  went  to  witness  the  baptism  and  I 
went  on  horseback,  alone.  This  was  when  I  was  about  forty  years  old,". 

She  remained  an  active  and  worthy  member  of  the  Church  until  her 
death  and  then  undoubtedly  joined  the  redeemed  above.  She  lived  to 
see  several  of  her  children  and  grandchildren  members  with  her  in 
the  same  church.  Although  die  lived  to  96  years  and  5  months,  she  was 
able  to  be  about  the  house  and  go  out  until  nearly  or  quite  the  time 
of  her  death,  May  1$,  l&+20  She  had  been  up  and  about  the  house  some, 
I  think,  that  day;  but  was  not  in  usual  health.  It  was  arranged  that 
I  should  sit  up  with  her  the  first  part  of  the  night  and  my  sister 
Caroline  the  remainder,  I  had  been  sitting  but  a  few  feet  from  her 
bed  and  at  about  eleven  o? clock  went  to  her  bed  and  found  she  had 
passed  away.  She  lay  in  a  perfectly  natural  posture  with  one  hand 
upon  her  forehead  and  had  apparently  died  without  a  struggle  or  a 
groan.  She  had  long  waited  for  death  and  talked  of  it  with  composure 
and  would  chide  herself  as  a  dull  scholar  in  the  school  of  Christ, 
it  took  so  long  to  learn  her  lesson. 

Her  eyesight  had  returned  to  her  some  years  before  her  death  and 
she  would  often  sit  for  hours  with  her  large  bible  in  her  lap  and 
read  without  glasses.  She  was  very  helpful  in  my  father’s  family 
and  gave  the  children  much  useful  religious  instruction,  often  quoting 
an  appropriat e  text  of  scripture  or  expressive  psalms  or  hyms,  I 
don’t  remember  to  have  heard  the  least  controversy  or  fault  finding 
between  her  and  either  of  my  parents.  This  is  also  true  as  regards 
my  parents  towards  each  other. 

From  the  s ame  source  we  take  this  note  of  David  (55)° 

nMy  grandfather  Hanchett  died  about  one  year  before  I  was  born, 

I  have  heard  my  father  say  he  weighed  27 0  pounds  and  was  very  fleshy. 
He  said  he  had  seen  him  sit  on  a  hot  day  in  his  chair  and  the  sweat 
drip  from  him  so  as  to  run  yards  upon  the  floor,  I  think  grandfather 
never  joined  the  Baptist  Church  but  have  heard  it  was  his  custom  to 
ask  a  blessing  at  the  table.  He  was  for  a  time  a  soldier  in  the  Revol¬ 
utionary  War,” 

Referring  further  to  this  record  David  Hanchett  writes  that  his 
grandfather  David  was  the  first  Company  that  went  from  Suffield  to 
Boston  at  the  time  of  the  Lexington  Alarm,  The  Conn,  Military  records 
credit  him  with  4  and  &  days  service  in  this  connection,' 
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David  was  executor  to  his  father’s  vail  and  was  residuary,  de¬ 
visee,  and  legatee o  This  was  in  1797° 

David’s  own  will  is  on  the  files  at  Hartford  and  names  him  as  of 
Suffield,  and  is  dated  Nov„  23,  1815.  He  leaves  property  to  Son  John, 
dau0  Deborah,  dau,  Mary,  dau,  Olive,  dau,  Hannah,  son  David,  son  Seth, 
son  Erastus ,  dau,  Betsey,  son  Phineas ,  son  Phineas  was  made  executor. 
Inventory  Oct.  13,  1819 o  Phineas  gives  bond  Septo  13,  1819.  Also 
inventory  Oct.  25,  1819 . 

Two  matters  develop  not  according  to  expectations  in  this  mem¬ 
orandum.  The  daughter  Chloe  is  not  mentioned  although  we  have  a  trust¬ 
worthy  record  of  her  at  this  time  and  the  son  Seth  is  named  before 
and  not  after  Erastus  as  we  should^ expect  in  following  the  order  of 
age.  It  would  be  well  to  examine  this  will  again. 

In  Suffield  deeds  there  are  indexed  deeds  to  and  from  David  (55) 
which  should  be  consulted.  Some  of  these  were  to  sons  John  and  Erastus 
and  Phineas  and  were  towards  the  close  of  his  life. 

Regarding  the  location  of  the  old  house  built  by  David  Hanchett 
in  1765  at  the  time  cf  his  marriage  and  afterwards  the  lifelong  resi¬ 
dence  of  his  son  Phineas,  I  found  it  in  1903  on  Grand  Street  in  West 
Suffield  about  one  mile  north  cf  West  Suffield  villiage.  It  was  then 
occupied  by  a  Mrs.  Frank  Briggs.  Phineas’  dau.  Louisa  lived  there 
until  about  I883  ana  then  Mrs.  Briggs  told  me  she  occupied  a  house 
to  the  north  of  this  where  she  died  in  1903  just  before  my  visit  there. 

I  took  several  small  photographs  of  this  old  Hanchett  homestead. 

Further  to  the  north  also  is  the  Baptist  Church  on  Zion’s  Hill 
which  I  found  was  then  called  Hasting’ s  Hill.  In  the  little  Church 
are  some  Hanchett  graves,  that  of  Phineas  and  members  of  his  family 
and  that  of  Erastus.  Most  of  the  Hanchetts  are  however,  buried  at 
the  West  Suffield  Cemetary vhich  is  more  extensive. 

From  David  Hanchett fs  history  of  the  ^anchetts  we  get  another 
item  about  David  (55)- 

”1  have  an  account  book  kept  by  my  grandfather  much  larger  than 
the  old  one.  This  has  dates  in  his  handwriting  from  1766  to  1813  or 
for  nearly  50  years.  At  the  last  date  my  father  was  21  and  he  seems 
after  this  to  have  kept  accounts  and  I  suppose  had  charge  chiefly  of 
the  business.  Arrangements  were  made  about  this  time  between  grand¬ 
father  (David  55)  ami  father  (Phineas)  by  whichfhther  received  a  cer¬ 
tain  portion  of  the  farm  and  became  bound  for  the  support  of  both 
grandfather  and  grandmother  until  their  death.  The  balance  of  the  farm 
was  divided  between  Uncle  Erastus  and  father  by  their  paying  certain 
specific  legacies  to  the  other  heirs.  Uncle  sold  in  the  spring  of  1831 
and  moved  to  Ohio.  Four  of  my  Aunts  married  substantial fhrmers  of 
Suffield  and  there  lived  and cied.  Three  of  them  with  their  husbands 
were  members  of  the  Baptist  Church  on  Zion’s  Hill.  This  is  distant 
about  one  mile  from  the  old  home.  At  the  time  of  grandmother’s  death 
we  tried  to  ascertain  the  number  of  her  descendants  at  that  time  and 
found  between  260  and  270,  Eighteen  of  these  are  the  fourth  generation 
from  her  eldest  son  John. 
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All  before  this  time  spelled  the  name  with  one  t  or  before  the 
generation  to  which  Erastus  and  Phineas  belonged. 

59 o  Amos  (Thomas^  John^  John^  Ebenezer^") 

Amos  Hanchett,  son  of  Ebenezer  and  Sarah  (  )  Hanchett,  was  born 

at  Suf field.  Ct.  Feb.  16,  173 5-9 °  Death  not  known.  He  married  Jan, 
1761  Hanna  Hanley  of  Sharon  Ct,  They  had  seven  children  all  born  at 
Salisbury,  Ct. 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Amos  and  Hanna  (Hanley)  Hanchett 

132.  Ruth,  born  Nov.  1762  (Bible  rec„)  married  Simeon  Jaqua,  1784 , 
and  died  Jan  3,  1854. 

133  o  John  bom  Aug.  2 8,  1764.  This  and  other  birth  dates  except 
that  of  Ruth  are  Salisbury  records.  See  his  line  further. 

134c  Reuben,  born  liar  6,  1769.  See  line  further 
13 5 o  Lydia,  born  Mar.  5°  1771.  No  further  notice  of  her 
136.  Amos,  born  Mar,  31,  1773 s  See  line  further 
137o  Daniel,  born  Sept,  14-  1775.  See  line  further 

138.  Hanna  born  Mar  55  1778.  No  further  notice- 

139.  Silas,  born  June  20,  1780.  See  line  further. 

140.  Holley,  born  1789.  Died  l/l5/l80o. 

Concerning  Amos  we  learn  indirectly  in  several  ways.  The  will 
of  his  father  Ebenezer.  proved  1795?  mentions  his  as  eldest  son.  Tie 
will  was,  however,  proved  long  after  Ebenezer ys  death  which  occured 
in  1788o  The  record  of  the  will  which  was  obtained  by  Geo.  E.  Han¬ 
chett,  from  the  town  clerk  of  Sharon  states  that  it  was  dated  in  1755. 
This  is  manifestly  impossible  since  it  mentions  the  son  Jonah  born  in 
1758.  The  date  is  evidently  a  mistake  for  17 8 5 £b out  three  years 
before  Ebenezer’ s  death.  This  can  be  verified  at  convenience  o  xi  S  HI  1  “ 
ing  it  to  be  so,  then  Amos  was  living  in  1785.  That  he  died  within 
the  next  six  years  is  evidenced  from  the  deed  of  the  heirs  of  Ebenezer 
to  the  Tu  pers  of  Lamb’s  forge,  Salisbury,  already  mentioned  under 
Ebenezer.  This  was  dated  Mar.  22,  1791.  Amos  does  not  appear  among 
those  subscribing  but  his  son  John  joins  and  Simon  Jaqua,  husband  of 
his  daughter  Ruth.  Judge  Henry  supposed  (evidently  from  this  deed, 
which  I  have  from  him)  that  this  John  and  Ruth  were  hitherto  unnoted 
children  of  Ebenezer,  but  in  this  he  is  certainly  mistaken.  Amos  then 
died  between  the  years  1785  and  1791. 

From  the  records  of  the  colonial  charters  of  New  Hanpshire  we 
find  that  Amos  with  his  father  Ebenezer,  and  his  Uncle  Joseph,  also 
Zacheus,  a  cousin,  were  patentees  of  towns  in  Addison  County,  Vermont, 
(New  Hampshire  Grants).  There  were  a  hundred  of  these  charters  in 
the  year  1761  and  the  applicants  were  mostly  from  Connecticut.  Eben¬ 
ezer  and  Amos  were  grantees  in  this  way  of  land  in  Middlebury,  Addison 
County,  charter  of  Nov.  2,  1761.  The  county  was  virgin  forest  and. the 
towns  were  long  on  paper  only  with  only  a  few  settlers.  The  town 
meetings  of  Middlebury  were  held  at  Salisbury,  Conn,  where  the  inhab¬ 
itants  really  resided  and  Ebenezer  Hanchett  was  chosen  selectman  once 
or  twice  without  ever  going  to  the  New  Hampshire  grants.  Two  things 
delayed  settlement,  first  the  Governor  of  New  York  laid  claim  to  the 
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Grants  as  being  within  his  jurisdiction  and  forbade  settlement 
except  upon  charters  from  him.  This  was  1765  and  1766  and  was  the 
occasion  of  a  multitude  of  petitions  to  King  George  from  the  aggrieved 
grantees.  Some  of  these  petitions  were  signed  by  Hanchetts,  not  how¬ 
ever,  by  Amos „  These  petitions  were  not  given  attention  and  although 
many  hardy  Connecticut  farmers  chanched  it  and  pushed  their  pioneer 
undertaking,  the  uncertainly  of  title  restrained  many  more,,  Then  came 
the  American  Revolution  and  the  days  of  Ethan  Allen  who  had  been 
Colonel  of  the  Green  Mountain  Boys  in  resisting  the  claims  of  the 
offi  cers  sent  by  the  Governor  of  New  York  to  dispossess  them  under 
court  decisions .  In  1777  the  inhabitants  msde  themselves  a  separate 
Colony  under  the  name  of  New  Connecticut,  alias  Vermont,  and  in  1790 
bought  off  New  York  for  $30 , 000c 

From  the  above  it  seems  rather  doubtful  that  Amos  ever  went  to 
Vermont  as  the  settlement  did  not  begin  vigorously  until  after  the 
Revolution,  near  the  close  of  his  life.  But  what  he  did  not  do  him¬ 
self  his  sons  did  later „  John  and  Silas  both  settled  in  Vermont,  the 
former  at  New  Haven  in  Addison  County  and  the  later  at  an  unknown 
spot.  Of  the  sons  Reuben,  Amos  and  Dan  we  have  not  yet  learned  and 
do  not  even  know  that  the  latter  tv/o  lived  to  grow  up.  We  do  not 
hear  of  them  more  in  Connecticut  and  it  seems  most  probable  that 
they  turned  to  Vermont  which  then  claimed  general  attention. 

The  probate  records  of  Amos  should  be  found  at  Sharon  which  was 
then  probate  center,.  The  deeds  at  Salisbury  and  at  Sharon  should  be 
also  examined  for  all  Hanchett  references.  This  had  not  been  done. 

Of  the  daughter  Ruth  Hanchett  we  have  learned  additionally  from 
Judge  Fo  A.  Henry  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  her  great  grandson, 

• 

He  writ es , --From  a  Bible  belonging  successively  to  my  grandmother 
Polly  (Jaqua)  Henry  and  her  mother  Ruth  (Hanchett)  Jaqua,  (wife  cf  Simon 
Jaqua ) ,  I  copy,  ?The  property  of  Ruth  Jaqua,  bought  of  J.  L„  Holmes, 

NoVe  11,  1839 also,  ?Ruth  Han chet  was  born  Nov 0  ye (torn)  A.D.  1762.’ 
also  (in  the  handwriting  of  my  grandmother  who  was  born  in  Salisbury 
Ct  o ,  May  1,  1300)  ’My  Honored  Mother  Ruth  Jaqua  died  Jan,  3d  1354’ « 

She  and  her  husband  removed  from  Salisbury  to  Johnston,  Trumbull  Co,, 
Ohio,  in  1305,  (refers  of  course  to  Ruth,  note  by  J.H.T.)  thence 
about  1323  to  East  Fallowfield,  Crawford  City,  Pa,,  where  both  died,” 
Judge  Henry  then  states  that  she  was  the  daughter  of  Ebenezer  and  Sarah, 
their  tenth  child  named  after  a  deceased  elder  sister.  That  Sarah 
would  have  to  be  47  years  of  age  at  this  supposed  event  is  enough  to 
raise  doubts  of  the  statement  and  fact  that  Judge  Henry  supposes  an 
11th  child  John  and  a  12th  Sarah  shows  that  he  is  guessing.  Sarah’s 
tombstone  record  shows  her  to  have  died  in  1737  at  the  age  of  72, 

He  states  that  he  goes  by  the  signatures  of  the  deed  in  1791c  An¬ 
other  memorandum  of  Judge  Henry  connects  this  Ruth  with  John  Hanchett 
as  brother  and  sister  and  makes  it  also  clear  that  the  John  is  John 
the  son  of  Amos  and  grandson  of  Ebenezer,  He  writes,  T,In  a  memorandum 
by  my  grandmother  (Polly  Jaqua  Henry)  dated  at  Orange,  Cuyahoga  Co, 

Ohio,  7  of  May,  1739,  I  find,  T Yesterday,  Monday,  we  started  to  visit 
a  son  of  Uncle  John  H.  -M.B„-  who  died  April  29,  1337,  aged  73 ” °  We 
are  much  indebted  to  this  memorandum  for  it  shows  John  to  have  been 
born  1764  the -year  in  which  John  son  of  Amos  was  born.  ,Sarah  the  wife 


-‘■"19 r-  dd-  e  ebndno'  b  'Ids  :bEi  *•  t  eld  nindj  nfod  s&  e  tamO 
e.  J  8fiw  bns  ddn  bns  Zd?I  aav,  eidT  *mld  mt  :  ztefrarto  noqjd  dqeO*e 
bevaiz-  os  edd  tot!  :  nosO  i.l  od  enoldideq  1  obudi  y.  r  i0  Toleeooo 
-v?ob  Jon  ,  edd?.bn  yd  b©,  ,le  !9W  snoididsq  =  add  lo  e::oc  .seednais 
tfd_d  bns  noldm-dda  n  v ..  t  dor  ©tow  .noidld9q  ©serf!  .aorxA  yd  ,  i©ve> 
oonoxq  tlorid  bodanq  bn  XI  oronsrio  st©nrrnl  dnoidOsnnoO  ybnsri  ynam 

tils' idem  9ldld  lo  v  r.  tn9onn  9dd  ,  ’  -jfetir'N. 

nose  bad  orfw  n9lIA  naridS  lo  eysb  9rid  bn..  rroldulovofl  nsolt lM  e rid 
liil:  d  an!  2  r  m  il  .eyo8  rrladm/oM  m<o  ;0  a  •  lo  lonoloO 

njj  fi» r?d  e’  28oqeib  od  jJtoY  well  lo  iont9vo0  ©rid  yd  dnse  moolllo 

isq-  s  anvleemodd  eb  o  adrsdldBriril  rid  VVVI  nl  .e-’olaloeb  diwoo 

ns  fd  -  r  '3 V  as!  Is  ,  dmldot  moO  waM  !■  r  ,  ..id  ts.  au  ynoIoO 

. 

od  draw  -rev©  sohA  dr  rid  luldduob  nsridat  emaea  di  evods  9rfd  mot*? 

ri^  d  don  bl  dnemr  fdtse  add  as  dnomsV 

ni  b9ldvt9g  d  od  seI18  bna  nriol 

s  ds  ooje;  odd  bn©  ydnwoO  noalbfrA  nx  rovr.;7  w©^  j:j  normo! 

nobdnadd  X  mns^  o  ia£o  nrv  ?  riolri  dncneV  od  berru/d  yerid 
riotsric  ds  b,  'indsiiBe  d£  3b9©b  9dT  -rsdnco  9d  tfotq  nsrfd 


o:c  1  i  y  Hanoi  ’ibbs  bents©!  t  v  .  ew  dderisr  ;H  ridi/fl  tedr  jnsb  srid  10 

xoabriGiri  daej  t*  f  olriO  ,bm  tevsIO  lo  ytnsH  .  A  .*  s^bi/l» 

od  yls’v.gpe  >rna  ni  noloc  9ldi0  b  mo  ^  -jBdltw  9H 
,  si/psL  (dded.  n;  ■  djjfi  n  [dom  -xed  bn©  i r:©H  (blobL)  yllo4! 
.1.  lo  dd-^jj  ,i  jj  ol  dd-H  lo  ydidqo'tc  sdT*  yqoo  I  ,  {  urpBt 
(mod' ay  .vo.I  irioc  e  dadonsl!  ddaHf  »oeCb  *«P1cI  I  ,'^oH 

X'xud  :jtl£2  nl  mod  bew  odv.  i©rldj  asi^  ya  lo  snldi*iwbrt£d  r  Id  i?l)  obIb 
.nsL  ©in  Bapat.  d<  jK  n  ddc  i  :)*ionoH  yli-  {OOSI  , I  ysT^I  ,.dO 

GO:  )fo  uT.H.l  yd  9 don  tddjj  oj  iiuoo  lo  eiel..  : )  t^CbI  nl  .olriO 
i!  .v  ,.©4  ,  ;di  biolwo- :  bldJtlwoXI.  ?  d  ©3  od  CSSI  buods 
sn;  d  :  n  .  nss:  502  lo  nsdri^imb  arid  :  w  ©da  dsdd  esdcda  n  >dd  woH  ©abub 

•  n9daia  nebls  bi  asx oeb  s  nodi b  bam  n  blldo  ddnsd  il9rid 
l^norie  el  dnevo  bsnoqqjja  eidd  ds  ©38  lo  eifiey  ad  od  svsd  blirow 
?©  loqqjje  y  ©H  -  31  L  dedd  dosl  bnn  dna-.^dade  add.  lo  addoob  sat  oi 

,j  ;  )S  o  .d  js  r''Vl  dl  b&Jtb  &v  od  *5t©ri  awe- da  b'loo&'i  pnodsd.riod 

nA  •  If T  -  nl  boob  j  'i  lo  asmdsnaxa  ©rid  yd  ^903  9ri  dBrid  r..d6d8  oH 

ndo  si  nrioL  arid  dsrid  ncolo  0 els  dl  efej/fvi  bne  nedela  br s  neddo-xd  ea 
omsrr  a  r  T  ,  codlnw  s  ,*  '."onedS  lo  nc  .>nB^  bns  sornA  lo  noa  odd 

d  2i\'  od  bodnnde  ov;  ,ys bn cM  t  ysbiad ;.:©Yf  thnll  I  .9CVI  «Y£vM  lo  V  ,  olriO 

,  Ibl  t9S  linqA  bolb  ortw  .H  nriob  ©XorrU  lo  roe  6 

j  ?^d  ovBd  od  nriot  eworia  di  no'  nijjbnfinomgrn  nirid  od  bsddsanJ  noun  ©^B 
©liv  rid  dsnsS.  .mod  esw  30mA  lo  noa  ndol  dolriw  nl  1  ybrij  AdVI  mo<J 


of  Ebenezer  was  49  years  old  at  this  time  and vas  of  course  beyond  the 
age  of  bearing  children ,  on  any  reasonable  supposition,,  What  the  ini¬ 
tial  letter  "M.B. n  betoken  I  have  not  been  able  to  fathom,,  I  have  what 
I  suppose  to  be  a  complete  list  of  children  of  John  and  these  are  not 
the  initials  of  any  one  of  them. 

Judge  Henry  add  this  interesting  memorandum  of  Ruth  Hanchett  Jaqua„ 
nShe  not  only  exemplified  the  family  longevity  by  living  to  the  age 
of  91  but  at  the  age  of  78,  at  least,  as  shown  by  a  letter  of  my  grand¬ 
mother  (grandfather?  K.M.S.)  John  Henry,  she  was  riding  horseback  and 
tending  to  her  dairy.” 

Frank  E„  Hanchett  has  communicated  a  line  of  descent  from  John 

M.  Hanchett  of  unknown  parentage,  bprn  Feb.  16,  1802,  in  Orange  county, 

N. Y.,  (not  far  from  New  York  City)  who  died  Jan,  15,  1852  at  Richford, 
Tioga  Co,,,  No  Y.  Wife  Esther  Paulina  Hemmingway,  born  Aug.  4,  1807 s 

in  Madison  Co.  N.Y.  died  in  Fabian,  Onandaga  Co,  0cto  1,  1872*  F.  E,H, 
gives  some  account  of  the  children  and  grandchildren  of  this  marriage, 
Arfiong  the  children  we  note  the  name  of  Reuben  born  Jan,  9,  1825  at 
Richford,  N.Y.,  died  Sept  15.  1872  at  Dennison,  Michigan  who  bad  a 
child  Homer, 

In  endeavoring  to  find  the  parentage  of  this  John  M.  we  find  that 
we  can  state  with  confidence  that  it  is  among  less  than  a  half  dozen 
known  Hanchetts.  We  point  with  greatest  probability  to  the  children 
of  Amos o  There  was  a  John  Mark  Hanchett  among  the  children  of  Silas 
son  of  Amos,  but  his  line  is  known  sufficiently  to  disprove  identity. 

But  this  John  M.  might  have  been  a  son  of  any  of  the  brothers,  Reuben, 
Amos  or  Dan.  Probably  not  Reuben  who  is  found  apparently  in  a  different 
part  of  the  state.  This  line  should  be  born  in  mind  in  tracing  the 
descendants  of  Amos ,  Note,  J.H.T.  Descent  of  John  M,  is  now  estab¬ 
lished  through  Reuben,  son  of  Amos. 

French  and  Indian  War  Rolls .  Vol  IX  Conn.  Hist.  Page  247  Cam¬ 
paign  of  1757°  Capt o  Lymanfs  Co.  Amos  Hanchett  private  14  days  ser¬ 
vice.  Service  was  at  the  time  of  alarm  for  the  relief  of  Fort  William 

Henry. 

It  now  seems  that  Amos  had  still  another  son,  Holley,  and  we 
place  his  birth  about  1767  for  the  reason  that  there  is  a  gap  of  4  1/2 
years  between  the  children  John  and  Reuben  in  this  point  and  there 
are  no  gaps  elsewhere.  We  do  not  have  very  satisfactory  information 
of  Holley,  but  enough  in  fact  to  convence  us  that  there  was  such  a 
son.  Charles  Granger  Hanchett  of  Syracuse  communicated  very  full  data 
to  F.  E.  Hanchett  of  the  line  of  Silas,  son  of  Amos,  and  mentions 
also  that  Silas  had  brothers,  Holley,  Daniel  and  John.  We  know  that 
there  were  sons  Daniel  and  John  of  Amos  but  this  is  the  first  word 
we  have  of  Holley.  We  may  note  in  passing  that  AmosT  brother,  Eben¬ 
ezer  married  Pheobe  Holley  in  1767  the  very  year  in  which  we  hove  sup¬ 
posed  Holley  Hanchett  to  have  been  born.  Holley  was  certainly  named 
after  the  Holley  family,  the  name  is  too  unioue  to  permit  of  any  other 
theory  and  it  would  seem  that  it  was  done  on  account  of  this  marriage 
into  the  Holley  family.  It  is  perhaps  also  possible  that  Holley  Han¬ 
chett  was  son  of  Ebenezer,  Jr,  rather  than  Amos  and  the  data  is  a 
trifle  erroneous.  Holly  the  Christian  name  is  spelled  without  the  e  in 
the  second  cyllable . 
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We  also  find  the  name  Holly  among  the  children  of  Silas  the 
eldest  being  named  Silas  Holly  Hanchett. 

63.  EBENEZER  (Thomas^  John^  John-^  EbenezerM 

Ebenezer,  son  of  Ebenezer  and  Sarah  (  )  Hanchett,  was  born  at 

Salisbury  Feb0  7,  1747-3.  He  married  Phoebe  Holley,  of  Sharon  Ct.  , 

March  31,  1767 o  They  had  four  children  born  at  Salisbury. 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Ebenezer  and  Phoebe  (Holley)  Hanchett. 

HI.  Asenath,  daughter,  born  Dec  31 »  1763 
142.  Zeipha,  daughter,  born  Dec  1,  1770 
H3.  Enos s  born  Nov0  1772.  See  his  line  further 
144 o  Beulah,  born  Oct.  1774. 

65.  Simeon  (Thomas1-  John*"  John-3  Ebenezer-) 

1; 

Simeon,  son  of  Ebenezer  and  Sarah  (  )  Hanchett,  was  born  at 

Salisbury.  Feb,  4th,  1753°  He  married  Mary  Raimenton  of  Sheffield - 
Mass.  She  was  probably  the  daughter  of  Thomas  Raimenton.  They  had 
five  children  all  born  at  Salisbury. 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Simeon  and  Mary  (Raimenton)  Hanchett 

145 o  Ephraim,  born  Jan  7>  1770.  See  his  line  further 

146.  Sarah,  b.  March  25,  1775 

147.  Simeon,  Jr.,  born  Dec  25,  1779.  See  his  line  further 
14-3.  Isaac,  born  Jan.  19,  1732  and  d.  Salisbury,  June  29,  1732. 

149.  Daniel,  born  May  25,  1733.  See  his  line  further. 

Simeon  Hanchett  (65) 

Simeon  Hanchett  seems  to  be  the  only  Hanchett  at  Salisbury  who 
took  part  in  the  Revolution  although  Oliver,  son  of  Joseph  served  in 
Mass.  Simeon’s  record  taken  from  Conn.  Military  Record  reads  as  follows. 

In  a  return  of  the  names  and  places  of  above  of  the  men  detached 
in  the  Sixth  Brigade  of  the  militia  in  the  State  of  Conn,  to  serve 
in  the  two  battalions  etc.  for  the  defence  of  the  seacoast  and  fron¬ 
tiers  of  the  same  until  the  first  of  March  1730.  14th  Reg.  commanded 
by  Charles  Burril.  Simeon  Hanchett  of  Salisbury. 

We  are  fortunate  in  having  the  following  reference  to  Simeon  and 
his  wife  in  the  Suffield  Deeds. 

3-309  Simeon  Hanchett  and  Mary  his  wife  of  Salisbury  and  Elihu  Rem¬ 
ington  of  Hartford  for  3  pounds  12  sh  to  Israel'  Harmon  of  Suffield 
land  in  West  Society  in  said  Suffield  being  two-fifths  part  of  the 
lot  of  land  in  the  mountain  division  laid  out  to  Thomas  Remington 
which  is  the  3th  lot  and  is  14  rods  3  inches  wide  and  3&  rods  in 
length.  Dated  Aug.  14,  1774.  Ack.  Aug.  17,  1774. 

We  may  perhaps  infer  from  the  above  that  Mary  and  Elihu  were  two 
of  five  children  inheriting  the  estate  of  their  father  Thomas  Remington. 
We  know  that  Simeon  married  Mary  Remington  and  the  inference  is  at 
least  plausible. 
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In  the  cemetery  at  Lime  Rock  Salisbury  where  Ebenezer  (Simeon’s 
father)  is  buried,  we  find  an  imperfect  record*  June  2,  1782  _____ 
of  Simeon  and  Mary  Hanchett  died*  This  is  evidently  the  grave  of  the 
3on  Isaac  although  our  record  says  he  died  June  29 ,  1782* 

6? o  Jonah  (Thomas^John^John^Ebenezer^) 

Jonah,  son  of  Ebenezer  and  Sarah  (Squires)  Hanchett,  was  born  at 
Salisbury,  Jan*  30,  1758*  We  have  no  trace  of  him,  except  a  note  that 
there  was  a  Jonah  Hanchett  that  settled  in  the  Boquefc  Valley,  Eliza¬ 
bethtown,  N.  Y.  in  1793  <»  Elizabethtown  is  just  east  of  the  Adiron- 
dacks,  with  Lake  Champlain  still  further  east*  It  would  seem  that 
there  could  be  no  other,  for  the  onlv  Hanchetts  then  living  not  known 
to  us  are  the  children  of  Samuel  (45) ,  Seth  (74)-  and  of  Jonah  him- 
self*  Of  these  Samuel  himself  was  but  25  years  old  at  this  time  and 
Seth  was  42  years  of  age.  The  children  of  neither  of  these,  if  we  are 
to  suppose  that  they  had  issue,  would  have  been  eld  enough  to  be  in¬ 
volved  in  such  an  enterprise*  Certainly  not  in  the  case  of  Samuel  and  I 
by  remote  possibility  only  of  the  children  of  Seth,  and  of  the  latter  j 
we  have  seen  that  there  was  some  probability  that  he  was  dead  before 
1778  and  did  not  marry*  Jonah  was  35  at  this  time  and  it  is  therefore 
certain  that  the  reference  could  not  be  to  his  own  children*  It  is 
then  sure  that  the  reference  is  to  Jonah3  son  of  Ebenezer  and  Sarah 
Hanchett* 

The  writer  has  consulted  again  the  record  of  the  settlement  of 
the  Boquet  Valley,  which  is  given  in  Vcl*  31  of  the  N*  Y.  Gen*  and 
Bio*  records  and  is  the  only  record  of  a  Hanchett  contained,  in  the 
entire  set  of  volumes,.  The  account  was  written  in  1854*  Elizabethtown 
and  this  Valley  are  in  Essex  Cc*,  N*  Y.  The  account  states  that  in 
1791 2  two  traders  from  Panton,  Vt»,  returning  from  Canada  on  a  trad¬ 
ing  expedition,  discovered  the  Valiey,  and  returning  through  the  woods 
to  Panton*  Vt*,  which  is  on  the  Lake  just  opposite  Elizabethtown  *  gave 
highly  colored  accounts  cf  the  desirability  of  the  location.  Panton 
was  quite  stirred  up  over  this  and  a  group  of  adventurous  souls  visit¬ 
ed  Capt*  Rogers  and  bought  land  for  $1*25  per  acre  with  an  agreement 
to  settle  as  soon  and  as  thickly  as  possible*  This  was  important  tc 
make  good  the  title  under  which  Capt*  Rogers  held  the  land.  In  1792, 
two  or  three  families  moved,  making  the  trip  on  snow  shoes  and  as  the 
weather  got  warmer  mere  came,  being  ferried  across  Lake  Champlain  in 
a  huge  canoe*  The  author  then  names  the  first  of  these  settlers  and 
the  second  names  is  Jonah  Hanchet,  who  took  up  the  north  100  acre  lot 
of  Lot  # 2*  it  is  further  stated  that  Jonah  Hanchet 7 s  holding  is  now 
owned  (1854)  by  Randel  Reed.  The  settlers  for  several  years  engaged 
principally  in  the  business  of  gathering  sap,  which  was  abundant. 

/  -tt 

We  know  that  Ebenezer,  the  father  of  Jonah,  had  taken  grants  in 
New  Hampshire  as  the  granting  of  the  charter,  Nov.  2,  1761*  But  this 
was  at  Middlebury,  which  is  near  Panton.  The  charter  for  Panton  was 
granted  at  the  same  time,  but  the  only  Hanchetts  named  in  the  petition 
are  Zacheus  and  Joseph.  We  Also  supposed  that  Ebenezer  had  never  really 
gone  to  Vermont,  as  this  laying-out  of  towns  in  the  New  Hampshire  grants 
was  largely  on  paper  and  very  little  settlement  was  done  until  after 
the  revolution.  From  this  it  would  appear  that  Jonah  did  actually  go 
there  and  settle  at  Panton  and  from  there  moved  over  to  the  Bcquet 
Valley  at  noted.  We  know  nothing  of  him  further* 
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Jonah  is  mentioned  in  the  will  of  his  father,  Ebenezer,  which  was 
proved  at  Sharon  in  1795  *  I  have  an  abstract  of  this  will  I  got  from 
George  E.  Hanchett,  who  stated  that  the  will  was  made  in  1755?  a  mani~ 
fest  absurdity  as  Jonah  who  is  mentioned  in  the  will  was  not  then  born0 

The  date  was  probably  17^5?  a  few  ysars  before  Ebenezer 7 s  death „ 

' 

f  i 

Jonah  Han chet  with  his  brothers  and  sisters,  all  of  Slisbury 
joined  in  a  deed  of  all  right  in  Johnstonia  Forge,  as  heirs  of  the  late 
Ebenezer*  This  was  in  March  22,  1791®  This  shows  that  Jonah  must  have 
been  in  Salisbury  at  that  time  and  must  have  moved  immediately  to 
Panton  and  very  soon  after  to  the  Boquet  Valley « 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Jonah  and  Sarah  (Squires)  Hanchet 

150  Squire  b,  17&4 

151  Ebenezer  bo  17 $5  and  died  1360 * 

152  Jonah  bo  1791  d*  12-24-57 

6$o  Zacheus  (Thcmas^John^Jchn^Zacheus^) 


Zacheus,  son  cf  Zacheus  and  Mary  (Sikes)  Hanchett,  was  born  at 


Sept  o 


173$o  He  died  at  Worthington,  Mass  *  ,  in  1$0G, 


Suf field,  Ct, 

His  will  which  is  recorded  at  the  Probate  Office  in  Northampton.  Mass 
describes  him  as  of  Worthington*  He  married  at  Springfield,  Mass, 
Chios  Purchase*  of  Springfield,.  June  11,  1761,  being  at  the  time 

I  1  a  * 


of  Suf field. 


Ct  *  She  survived  him  and  is  described  in  his  will  as 


having  been  for  many  years  insane.,  He  lived  first  at  Suf. field,  where 
the  suffieid  records  show  the  birth  of  his  first  four  children 0  He 


had  a  fifth  child,  his  son  Harvey,  mentioned  in  his  will,  who  must  have 
been  born  after  the  removal  from  Suffieid,  which  event  would  naturally 
but  shortly  after  the  recorded,  birth  of  his  last  child  there  in  1‘771. 
The  son  Harvey  was  made  an  executor  of  his  will  jointly  with  Ezra 
Starkweather  and  was  delegated,  by  the  father  to  care  for  his  mother,, 
counselling  him  to  allow  his  wife  Chloe  to  continue  to  occupy  the 
homestead,  to  have  sole  use  cf  a  cow  and  a  gentle  horse  to  ride,  be¬ 
sides  support* 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Zacheus  and  Chloe  (Purchase)  Hanchett 


153 »  Chloe,  born  at  Suffieid,  Mar*  6,  1762*  She  married  Jared  Fairman* 
Pub*  being  April  3?  1779,  he  being  cf  Norwich,  Co*  and  she  of 
West  Springfield,  Mass*  Both  are  mentioned  in  the  father's  will* 
This  would  seem  to  indicate  that  the  family  lived  in  1779  in  West 
Springfield* 

154o  Zacheus,  born  at  Suffieid,  June  13,  1764  and  died  young* 

155 o  Mary,  born  Oct «  3,  1763*  She  is  called  in  her  father 5 s  will.  Polly 
Much,  showing  that  she  married  one  Much* 

I560  Zacheus,  born  at  Suffieid,  June  21,  1771,  (Suff*  Rec*)  given 
elsewhere  as  Jan*  25,  1771°  See  his  line  further. 

157*  Harvey,  born  See  his  line  further* 


We  have  seen  under  the  biographical  account  of  the  father  of 
Zacheus  (Zacheus  37)  that  the  latter  died  while  a  comparatively  young 
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man  leaving  his  wodow  (Mary  Sikes  Hanchett)  with  a  family  of  young 
children,  of  these  Zacheus  (63)  was  the  oldest  and  20  years  old  but 
in  spite  of  this  was  made  coadministrator  with  his  mother  of  his 
father’s  estate.  This,  of  course,  was  all  in  Suf field.  The  birth 
of  Zacheus  is  taken  from  the  Suffield  record  and  is  Sept.  5,  173^o 

His  marriage  occured  a  few  years  after  his  father’s  death. 

There  are  several  notices  of  this  marriage.  Suf.  Rec.  Zacheus  Han¬ 
chett  married  Chloe  Purchase,  June  11,  1761.  Springfield  Rec.  Inten¬ 
tion  of  marriage  of  Zacheus  Hanchett  of  Suffield  and  Chloe  Purchase 
of  Springfield  are  entered  May  23,  1761  and  notification  posted  the 
same  day.  Also  this  entry,  Zacheus  Hanchett  of  Suffield  and  Chloe 
Purchase  of  Springfield  were  joined^ in  Marriage,  June  11,  1761. 

In  this  year  also,  we  find  the' name  Zacheus  among  the  petitioners 
for  grants  in  Vermont  then  claimed  by  New  Hampshire  on  the  one  hand 
and  New  York  on  the  other.  He  was  a  patentee  of  Panton  along  with  Jo- 
seph  Hanchett,  his  uncle,  Nov.  3,  1761,  and  also  of  the  town  of  Salis¬ 
bury,  Vt.  at  the  same  date.  Nothing  further  is  heard  of  Zacheus  in 
connection  with  the  Vermont  venture  and  probably  with  him  as  with 
many  others  it  was  merely  an  enterprise  on  paper. 

For  a  considerable  time  after  his  marriage  Zacheus  lived  at 
Suffield  but  from  the  deed  of  Mar.  22,  1777,  to  which  reference  has 
been  made  in  full  under  his  father’s  biography  it  appears  that  he 
had  removed  to  Springfield.  This  was  the  deed  in  which  Zacheus  pu: - 
chased  from  his  brothers  and  sisters  their  interest  in  the  home  in 
Suffield.  The  mother  was  at  this  time  dead  and  although  the  home  lot 
was  still  in  the  family  it  is  not  apparent  who  was  the  actual  occu¬ 
pant.  We  may  suppose  that  while  Zacheus  was  a  resident  of  Suffield  this 
was  his  home  but  there  is  reason  to  believe  that  he  left  Suffield 
early  in  the  177'Oties.  This  reason  is  taken  from  the  fact  that  the 
first  four  children  are  recorded  upon  the  Suffield  deeds,  Zacheus 
Jr. ,  the  last  of  the  four  was  born  in  1771  but  we  learn  from  further 
sources  there  was  a  fifth  child,  the  son  Harvey.  As  Harvey  was  born 
probably  not  long  after  Zacheus,  Jr.,  say  1773,  and  is  not  recorded 
we  may  suppose  he  was  born  in  the  new  home  which  we  may  suppose  from 
the  above  evidence  was  in  Springfield.  Also  we  have  the  record  of 
Zacheus’  eldest  daughter  Chloe  who  married  Jared  Fairman  in  1779. 

As  she  was  then  only  17  years  old  and  is  described  of  West  Spring- 
field  we  may  suppose  that  at  that  early  age  she  was  still  unde~  her 
father’s  room  which  would  seem  to  have  been  changed  from  Springfield 
to  West  Springfield. 

Zacheus  did  not  get  on  the  Revolutionary  records  either  in  Mass, 
or  Conn. 

Zacheus  finally  went  to  Worthington  Mass,  where  he  died.  How 
long  before  his  death  in  l£80  he  went  there  we  can  not  tell  and  infor¬ 
mation  would  be  desirable  on  this  point.  Zacheus  appears  on  the  Spring- 
field  deeds  which  should  be  consulted  and  will  doubtless  show  about  the 
time  of  his  removal. 

The  will  of  Zacheus  is  on  record  at  Northampton  and  disclosed 
the  fact  that  his  wife  Chloe  had  long  been  insane  although  she  was 
cared  for  at  home  and  the  will  looks  attentively  to  her  support. 
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Zacheus  68 

Will  ( Abstract) 

Will  of  Zacheus  Hanchett  of  Worthington ,  Mass 
To  wife  Chloe „ 

Household  furhiture  excepting  one  good  feather  bed  and  its  furn¬ 
iture  to  her  sole  use  and  benefit,,  And  whereas  my  beloved  wife  has 
been  for  many  years  past  in  a  state  of  delirium  and  probably  will  con¬ 
tinue  in  a  state  of  insanity  and  incapable  of  managing  with  prudence 
the  concerns  of  a  family,  it  is  my  will  and  intent  to  provide  for 
her  comfortable  support  during  her  natural  life  so  far  as  my  interest 
will  permit o  Will  then  orders  executors  to  provide  for  her  comfort¬ 
able  support  except  such  parts  of -the  estate  as  is  otherwise  disposed 
of. 

2nd.  To  beloved  son  Zacheus  Hanchett,  two  tracts  of  land  in  Worthing¬ 
ton  aforesaid  including  17  acres  which  my  son  Zacheus  bought  of  Samuel 
Towner  Jr.  and  I  purchased  of  my  son  Zacheus  and  held  by  deed  from  him 
dated  Oct.  26,  1798-  Possession  to  be  had  immediately  after  my  de¬ 
cease.  $10  to  Zacheus  to  be  paid  by  my  son  Harvey  Hanchet  in  one  year 
after  the  decease  of  my  beloved  wife  Chloe  out  of  my  estate.  And  so 
as  that  there  are  doubts  as  to  his  title  so  as  that  if  creditors  of 
my  son  Zacheus  should  get  the  land  on  account  of  inability  to  deed  to 
me,  the  $10  shall  be  in  full  of  bequest  to  him  made. 

Ath  To  my  daughter  Polly  Much  $50  in  one  year  after  decease  of  my  be¬ 
loved  wife  by  my  sen  Harvey.  Note  this  should  be  after  next  clause. 
3rd.  To  my  son  in  law7  Jared  Fair man  and  my  daughter  Chloe- Fairman, 
his  wife,  two  notes  of  hand  which  I  held  against  said  Jared  about 
$200  after  my  decease. 

5th  It  is  my  will  and  desire  that  my  beloved  wife  live  in  the  horse 
where  she  now  dees.  To  have  sole  use  of  one  cow  if  she  pleases  a  good 
and  gentle  horse  tc  ride  when  she  may  chose  and  at  any  and  all  times. 
Other  provisions j  etc. 

It  is  my  desire  that  my  son  Harvey  should  live  with  his  mother 
and  improve  the  whole  interest  in  a  filial  manner  to  provide  for  her 
support  during  her  natural  life. 

6th  To  son  Harvey  all  estate  real  and  personal  after  payment  of  just 
debts  except  hereindisposed  of  on  condition  that  he  improves  interest 
and  provides,  etc. 

Harvey  Hanchet  and  Ezra  Starkwether  appointed  executors. 

ZACHEUS  HANCHET 

Above  will  was  allowed  25  Nov.  1800. 

Inventory  filed  Dec  29,  1800  by  the  executors  named,  shows  real  es¬ 
tate  $589  and  total  property  $901.25. 

From  the  will  it  appears  that  young  Zacheus  had  gotten  into 
financial  difficulties  and  conveyed  land  mentioned  to  his  father  to 
avoid  creditors,  hence  the  doubt  of  the  title. 

71.  Sylvanus  (Thomas^  John^  John-^  Zacheus4") 

Sylvanus,  son  of  Zacheus  and  Mary  (Sikes)  Hanchett,  was  born  at 
Suf field,  Ct*.  Mar.  24,  1745.  The  data  which  follows  is  taken  from  the 


-as- 


(^xilsbA)  IHV* 


8d  eusrlDB^ 


2«bM  tno43nlri4"roW  lo  449ffcn/.H  strari obS  lo  XX1W 

.eoXrfO  9liv»  oT 

: 2  ti  or;B  beef  nerttrsl  boo-?,  sno  qni;*'  >xr  41rtiul  .Ho 4© f.jjoH 

•  Xacf  r.  *n«riw  bnA 

sonebriq  I4iv/  vx,  r  i  Xc  <  LdfioronX  bnB  ^qlnsanl  lo  e:  Js>  £  nl  ©unid 

4ic  1  -  y-  i  XI iw  V.^  r  t- XimBl  £  lo  3fl'  .  orioa  arid 

Efi  i-  -  03  ©1  X  Ism;  J  n  ie  rlit/b  4ioqqus  W94iolraoJ>  T>ri 

'  •’-■•  ■•  .  r.J  X  '  .. ,/  .  q-moq  ii'iw 

*b  »  ori  -  *10  GtJ*i£q  fljue  4q9ox9  o  xoqqoa  eXdr 


49  Rid  ow4  ,44?  .'oneH  auoriosS  noa  bovolecf  of! 

roe  \r.  riDlriw  3913B  vx  gn  buXonl  bi  carols  no4 

o?  8X42  :  ii  c.r  :j3  gdc'ijx.  aijti  ;  4  fid 4  ea 

vrn  _o  9S£®o9b  t>41*  'x  v  ^>no  nl  OH  do.iM  vIXoX  is4ri  j.sfc  ••  y:  ;  -  ^ 

rs  nsmiir.'l  Inal  v#sX  nl  :io-  i  oT 
bly.1  I  rioi^.v  i.rsri  lo  £9 Jo  c *wi 

rq  sda  12  woo  &i: 

sir  ridxw  9vi^  bCoorip  ivisH  roe  vm  4i 4i  aiissb  ^  s  gX  41 
&Xvoiq  o4  lonnsm  X  ;Xil  nl  :e  ie4il  eXoriw  i ;  ovoiqml  fans 

.ol'L  Latvian  tad  nX-ii/b  iloq qua 
,  o  Sr.9irrvc,q  iqJIl  Xsnosieq  bnB  le  i  94b4«9  XXs  \  visl!  103  oT  .ild 

.0  49  seblvoiq  bna 

.^to 41/3  9X9  b©4nioqqs  19/i49V>Iis42  tis3  J>ns  49rio  ,  H  yevisH 
T3H0KAH  8U3H0AX 

-  .or  t let.Ln  81041/^9X8  i  ,i4  V  0081  t9<  )<  1  belli  \t  ?/  -nl 

•  -  - :  ,0 :  .  JG-,  "li-:  js4 


ic  14  1  aid  o4  b9nol4/i9in  bnsX  bs^ovnoo  fcrs  aaidXi/oXlllb  luionanlJ 

.9  4i4  9ri4  lo  4doob  orfJ  ooneri  t eio 41 b  ’lo  blova 


eoerfoBS  idol  nriob  -asinoriT)  ex/nsvX^8  .XV 


4  noi  t  nc>(.  4  e  rWoXXol  riolrfw  £4£b  eriT  .d^VX  .ieM  .■JO  ,bl9±llu8 


-37- 


published  records  cf  Sharon,  Ct,  From  a  History  of  Sharcn  by  Chas. 

Fo  Sidgewick,  we  quote »  "Sylvanus  Hanchett  was  from  Salisbury  in  1769 0 
He  lived  where  Alden  Bryan  now  (1377)  lives.  He  is  celebrated  as  be¬ 
ing  the  first  person  who  formally  invited  the  Methodist  preachers  into 
Sharon,  1733,  It  was  at  his  house  that  the  first  society  (of  Method¬ 
ists)  was  formed  by  the  Rev,  Freeborn  Garretson,  and  where  public  wor¬ 
ship  was  celebrated  for  several  years.  He  removed  to  the  state  of  New 
York  many  years  since  where  he  died,”  He  married  at  Sharon,  May  23. 

1771 3  Sara  Stoddard,  Children  were  born  at  Sharon,  Ct, 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Sylvanus  and  Sara  (Stoddard)  Hanchet 
153,  Sarah,  born  April  24 ?  177 5 ° 

159°  Seth,  born  Nov,  21,  1777  and  died  Dec,  2,  1791° 
l60o  Nathan,  born  April  21,  1730,  See  line  further, 
l6l»  Deborah,  born  July  23,  1?32, 

162,  Sylvanus,  born  Dec,  6,  1734  and  died  Jan,  30,  1735° 

163,  Frances,  a  daughter,  born  Mar,  31?  1736, 

I64 «  Oliver,  born  Sept,  2,  17 $9°  See  line  further, 

CONCERNING  THE  CONNECTION  OF  THE  LINE  OF  JOSIAH  HANCHETT 

Josiah  Hanchet  of  unknown  parentage  married  Melissa  Howe  and  had 
an  only  son  Cyrus  born  July,  1303,  The  family  lived  in  either  Ocwegc, 
Onondaga  or  Cayuga  counties  in  New  York,  As  Josiah  had  a  child  in  1303 
it  is  manifest  that  his  own  birth  must  go  back  before  1?3C  and  probably 
somewhere  about  1775°  With  this  for  a  guide  we  may  search  among  the 
possible  parents  in  the  lines  that  we  have.  We  find  the  selection  com¬ 
paratively  small.  We  must  either  find  him  among  these  whose  lines  we 
could  not  trace  at  all  or  suppose  that  the  record  of  his  birth  was 
left  out  among  the  lines  that  seemed  tc  be  complete.  We  find  Jonah  (67) 
born  in  175S  whose  line  we  have  not  traced  at  all.  He  would  hardly  have 
had  children  until  after  1?30  and  seems  improbable  for  that  reason.  He 
was  in  New  York  but  in  a  different  part  from  the  counties  mentioned, 

Oliver  (31)  son  of  Joseph  of  Salisbury  we  know  did  not  marry  until 
1733  and  is  therefore  excluded  and  is  also  not  in  the  right  location. 
There  may  have  been  other  sons  of  Joseph  but  they  are  nc-t  recorded  and 
are  not  mentioned  in  his  will  in  1301,  We  think  not, 

Seth  (74)  son  of  Zacheus  was  born  in  1751  and  deserves  to  be  con¬ 
sidered,  We  trace  him  by  deeds  up  to  1773  and  a  few  years  later  when 
we  should  have  expected  to  find  his  name  in  a  general  release,  it  did 
not  appear  which  was  some  *  evidence  of  his  death.  He  may  have  gone  to 
New  York  and  raised  a  family  in  the  district  mentioned  and  his  child¬ 
ren  would  be  born  about  the  time  of  this  Josiah, 

These  comprise  the  lines  of  which  we  have  no  trace  at  all.  Of 
the  lines  in  which  there  is  a  possibility  the  lists  of  births  being 
incomplete,  we  find  that  of  Joseph,  the  brother  of  the  above  Seth,  He 
raised  a  family  in  Saratoga  county  and  not  near  the  district  mentioned. 
Also  we  have  what  purports  to  be  a  full  list  of  children  although  not 
given  with  a  fullness  of  detail  to  exclude  other  possibilities.  The 
children  of  the  first  marriage  are  alone  possible  as  the  second  mar¬ 
riage  was  too  late  for  the  birth  of  Josiah,  We  do  not  find  Josiah  refer¬ 
red  to  and  must  doubt  his  presence.  The  children  of  this  line  settled 
in  Michigan.  . 
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The  children  of  Amos  (59)  form  a  complete  list  shutting  out  Josiah 
and  the  same  may  be  said  of  the  children  of  Ebenezer  (63)  so  far  as 
it  goes.  ^  There  are  no  gaps,  There  is  a  gap  among  the  children  of 
Simeon  (65)  to  permit  the  interpolation  of  Josiah,  Simeon’s  other 
children  did  not  go  to  New  York, 

There  remains  but  one  other  possibility  and  that  is  in  the  line 
of  Sylvanus  Hanchett  (71)  of  Sharon,  Ct„  He  married  Sara  Stoddard  in 
1771  and  raised  a  large  family  but  the  first  recorded  child  is  born 
1775,  and  thereafter  the  children  folio w  one  another  in  rapid  success¬ 
ion,  It  would  seem  quite  certain  that  there  must  have  been  an  older 
child  not  on  the  records,  born  about  1772  or  1773-  This  would  be  the 
age  of  Josiah  by  the  greatest  probability.  Of  ail  the  posibilities 
we  have  come  down  to  put  two  as  at  all  probable  the  case  of  Seth  and 
that  of  Sylvanus  both  sons  of  Zacheus  and  of  the  two  the  case  of  Syl¬ 
vanus  seems  to  me  to  be  the  most  probable,  We  do  not  know  that  Seth 
married  and  his  age  was  such  that  his  children  would  be  younger  than 
we  should  expect  to  find  Josiah  unless  both  Seth  and  Josiah  married 
unusually  early  in  life.  The  common  marrying  age  then  was  between 
25  and  30,  Seth  was  born  in  the  latter  part  of  1751 «  We  have  some 
reason  to  suppose  that  Seth  did  not  live  and  raise  a  faimly  and  we 
have  no  knowledge  that  he  ever  went  to  New  York, 

There  is  a  strong  probability,  on  the  other  hand  that  Sylvanus 
had  a  child  of  the  proper  age  and  while  he  spent  the  greater  part  of 
his  life  in  Sharon,  he  finally  went  to  an  unknown  part  of  N.Y.  Pro-* 
bably  following  his  children  in  their  new  settlements. 

Conclusion,  Our  best  guess  then  is  that  Sylvanus,  son  of  Zacheus  is 
the  father  of  Josiah  but  it  is  only  a  guess  and  leaves  much  to  be  de¬ 
sired,  We  are  not  helped  much  by  the  consideration  of  family  names, 
Josiah  had  but  one  son  and  named  him  Cyrus  in  which  choice  he  neglected 
the  opportunity  to  give  him  his  own  name.  The  names  of  the  children 
of  Cyrus  are  mostly  modern  names  and  rot  in  compliment  to  any  of  the 
older  stock.  There  is  not  even  a  Cyrus  among  them.  There  is  one  smell 
wisp  of  evidence,  however,  but  so  tiny  that  it  can  hardly  be  regarded, 
Cyrus  named  one  of  his  children,  Nathan  D,  and  we  also  find  that  Cyi 
vanus  had  a  son  Nathan  who  on  our  supposition  would  be  the  great  uncle 
to  the  young  Nathan, 

The  following  note  is  in  the  handwriting  of  J.T.H,  (K,M,S,) 

Jan  IS,  1910,  Frank  E,  Hanchet  writes  from  Jamestown,  N,Y,  "I 
have  the  line  of  Daniel,  the  son  of  Amos,  which  is  very  complete, 

Josiah  is  this  Daniel”, 

Later  F,  E,  Hanchett  sends  this  line. 

The  above  incident  shows  possibilities  of  making  errors  most  un¬ 
expectedly,  Whoever  would  imagine  that  Daniel  would  be  reported  as 
Jos iah , 

74 •  Seth  (Thomas'^  Jchn^  John^  Zacheus^} 

Seth,  son  of  Zacheus  and  Mary  (Sikes)  Hanchett  was  born  at  Suff- 
ield  Ct„  Dec  3?  1751°  It  will  be  remembered  that  his  mother  married 
again  Samuel  Granger  of  Suffield,  It  is  very  evident  from  the  fact 
that  all  the  children  of  Zacheus  appear  later  at  Salisbury  or  Sharon, 
earlied  of  the  former  place,  that  there  was  a  remove  there  perhaps  in 
the  later  1760ties,  At  ten  Seth  was  under  the  guardianship  of  his 
mother.  She  probably  married  Granger  that  year,  1762,  At  15,  John 
Hanchett,  his*  uncle  was  made  his  guardian.  We  may  ask  whether  this 
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was  because  the  mother  had  died  meanwhile  or  not  is  only  conjecture 
but  it  seems  probable.  We  have  no  notice  of  her  death  until  1777. 
when  the  children  sold  her  assignment  by  dower.  In  1763  the  uncle  John  1 
Hanchett  was  also  appointed  guardian  of  Joseph,  sen  of  Zacheus.  Pro¬ 
bably  all  were  in  Suffield  at  that  time  but  the  removal  to  Salisoury 
must  have  followed  quickly.  At  Salisbury  was  the  other  uncle  Sben- 
ezer,  and  they  may  have  lived  with  him.  Sylvanus,  Joseph,  and  Seth 
are  all  mentioned  as  of  Salisbury  in  various  deeds  and  notices. 

Sylvanus  left  Salisbury  for  Sharon  in  1769.  Joseph  was  of  Salisbury 
in  1775.  Seth,  then  of  Salisbury,  deeded  land  in  Suffield  set  cut  to 
him  from  the  estate  of  his  father  Zacheus.  in  Aug.  16,  1773.  In  1771 
he  joined  with  some  of  his  brothers  and  sisters  in  a  release  to  his 
Uncle  John  Hanchett.  The  last  we  hear  of  him  is  the  deed  of  1773. 

There  were,  however,  two  other  general  releases  of  inherited  land  in 
which  he  would  have  naturally  joined  if  living.  These  were  in  1777 
and  1773.  This  is  strong  but  not  conclusive  evidence  that  he  was 
then  not  living,  but  also  in  both  cases  others  living  sisters  did 
not  join,  although  closer  examination  of  the  records  might  show  that 
releases  from  these  were  had  separately.  Unfortunately  the  writer 
took  no  note  of  such  releases  from  women  except  as  under  the  maidec 
name  of  Hanchett . 

: 

This  line  must  be  left  as  uncertain,  whether  it  continues  or  not 
but  with  the  probabilities  against  its  continuance,  for  if  Seth  died 
between  1773  and  1777,  he  was  quite  young  and  very  likely  unmarried. 

We  have  no  record  of  his  marriage,  but  the  records  of  Salisbury  have 
been  searched  and  reported  to  me  I  believe  in  full  as  to  the  name 
Hanchett  and  the  records  of  Sharon  have  been  published  for  this  per¬ 
iod  and  no  notice  is  contained- -therein  of  Seth. 

Note  made  April  3?  1910. 

Recent  investigations  of  Frank  E.  Hanchett  have  disclosed  important j 
additions  to  the  line  of  Seth.  The  information  came  to  F.E.H.  in  the 
form  of  a  copy  of  an  old  letter  dated  Ravenna,  Ohio,  April  20,  1367 
from  John  Harmon  and  addressed  to  S.  C.  Hanchett.  'This  John  Harmon 
was  the  son  of  Eunice,  daughter  of  the  first  Zacheus  Hanchett.  I 
cannot  give  his  age  but  he  was  born  about  the  time  of  the  Revolution. 

His  mother  married  in  1772  and  there  were  nine  children.  He  was  born 
in  Suffield  and  lived  there  to  about  1300  or  a  few  years  later.  The 
letter  shows  him  to  be  well  posted  about  the  Hanchetts  from  personal 
acquaintance. 

Of  Seth  he  says,  "My  Uncle  Seth  emigrated  to  the  Mississippi 
country  before  the  Revolution  with  General  Lyman,  who  had  been  a 
British  general  in  the  French  war.  Thence  he  went  to  Opelousas,  La. 
married  and  had  two  sons  Ceasar  and  David  (or  Joseph)  who  lived  to  man¬ 
hood  and  outlived  both,  was  living  there  until  1832  cr  3«  He  had  a 
daughter  also  who  married  and  left  a  family." 

This  makes  the  record  of  Seth  in  a  way  complete  and  takes  up 
the  thread  dropped  in  Salisbury  in  1773  and  carried  it  to  the  end. 

This  John  Harmon  seems  to  be  the  original  genealogist  of  the  family 
and  this  letter  indicates  he  was  hard  at  it  collecting  data. 
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David ,  b . 

d. 

r, 

75  - 

Joseph  (Thomas^ 

John^  John^  Zacheus^) 

!; 

Joseph,  son  of  Zacheus  and  Mary  (Sikes)  Hanchett,  was  boro  at 
Suf field,  Ct.,  Jan  16,  1753 .  Suf.  Rec.  His  father  having  died  in 
the  minority  of  his  children,  Josepji,  with  the  others  was  placed 
under  the  guardianship  of  his  mother.  His  mother  married  second  Samuel 
Granger  of  Suffield.  This  marriage  was  as  early  as  17o2  and  was  pro¬ 
bably  in  that  year.  The  mother  probably  did  not  live  long  and  in  the  i 
Spring  of  1763  Joseph  was  placed  under  the  guardianship  of  his  uncle. 
Lieut.  John  Hanchett,  who  had  two  years  before  been  also  made  guariian 
of  Joseph1 s  brother  Seth.  At  some  time  not  long  after  some  of  the 
children  of  Zacheus  including  Joseph  moved  to  Salisbury  in  western 
Ct.,  where  their  Uncle  Ebenezer  Hanchett  was  bringing  up  a  large 
family.  The  first  notice  we  have  of  him  in  Salisbury  is  contained  in 
the  marriage  records  of  Sharon,  Ct. „  a  near  lying  town s  as  follows. 
"Joseph  Hanchett  of  Salisbury  and  Mary  Sprague,  of  Sharon,  married. 

Mar.  21,  1774.”  His  elder  brother  Sylvan us  had  already  gone  from 
Salisbury  to  Sharon  in  17o9  and  brought  up  his  family  there.  The 
next  notice  of  Joseph  is  contained  in  Suffield  deeds.,  which  state 
that  Joseph  Hanchett,  2nd,  of  Salisbury  deeded  land  to  Seth  Kent, 
the  parcel  being  in  Suffield  and  undoubtedly  part  of  his  inheritance. 
This  was  Mar.  lo,  1775-  The  designation,  second,  was  employed  un¬ 
doubtedly  to  distinguish  him  from  his  uncle  Joseph,  who  was  for  a 
time  of  Salisbury.  In  1777,  in  conjunction  with  his  brother  Sylvanus . 
his  sister,  Abiel  Curtis,  and  Mary  Landon,  also  a  sister,  he  sold  to 
his  brother  Zacheus,  then  of  Springfield,  Mass.,  his  share  in  land 
alloted  to  his  mother,  the  widow  Mary  Granger,  as  dower  in  the  estate 
of  her  first  Husband,  Zacheus  Hanchett.  All  the  children  named  are 
described  as  of  Sharon,  Ct. ,  in  this  conveyance.  Joseph  signed  this  - 
instrument  as  Joseph  Hanchett,  Jr.  ,  thus  making  it  plain  that  he  -wished 
to  distinguish  himself  from  another  Joseph.  It  is  equally  clear  that 
the  other  Joseph  was  not  his  father,  for  the  deed  shows  him  to  be  the 
son  of  Zacheus  but  the  only  other  Joseph  living  at  that  time  (and 
our  list  is  complete)  is  the  Uncle  Joseph,  who  died  in  1301  at  Suffield. 
For  the  same  reason  he  called  himself  2nd,  in  the  deed  already  referred 
to.  Thus  the  two  Josephs,  uncle  and  nephew  are  clearly  distinguished. 

In  Feb.  177&,  he  again  joined  with  his  brothers  and  sisters  and  two 
of  the  children  of  his  uncle  Ezra,  then  deceased,  in  a  deed  to  his 
uncle  and  former  guardian,  Lieut.  John  Hanchett.  This  was  evidently 
some  of  the  land  granted  originally  at  the  founding  of  the  town  of 
Suffield  to  Deacon  John  Hanchett  and  his  brother  Thomas  (or  possibly 
Dea.  Thomas).  This  is  the  last  notice  of  him  in  Conn.  The  Sharon 
records  do  not  show  any  of  his  children. 

To  trace  Joseph  Hanchett  further  we  must  seek  him  by  tracing 


.dd  rforrsH 


woitashmsk)  raie 

_ _  bns  ride 8  io  ne  bXi  ID 


•b 

•b 

.b 


. t*iB8BeO  ,<*bl 
• d  , rf qe  oU  .  ddX 
.d  ,1  tO  b  .Vdl 
t^v  a  .  ioi 


{^e:  3fl0BS  ^rrricT*  nrioL  -ermoriT)  riq©eoI> 


de  rrco  r»r.w  :dde  cnr-  (astfiB)  vi  '  t  :a  anorioi  S  lo  toe  ,riqs2ol» 

beopJ  [  !  t  rfio  »rid  idbw  fJ  -seob  fn©-!bIirio  sxx:  Xo  \ diion  in  -rid 

:  i  i”!  *i  aid  .•‘xerfdonr  eiri  lo  qidtneJbb'TjBir^  fend  lobfl 

»  SdVx  e  yl-ief  s£  srw  r-.einx  i  BiriT 

' ,  u  t  io  qirfansib  it)-  ©rid  *i<e  n  ;ilq  riqoe ■o  'X  io  ;  ninqB 

.rfd©2  isridoid  a’riqoeol.  lo 

-  \ol  XI.  8  od  bevcn  riq-  eol  inibnXoni  sir  do  >S  Jo  n9*ibXXrio 

;  don  H  t  S9ued3  ©XonU  n  ©rid  ©*i9riw  f.d0 

(Tjo-r'l  ©no3  xbBe'iiB  ;  d  jnnvfyB  ^od  o-rd  'isbl©  axH 

?.b9  ■:  bielllifB  r:*  bor  cdnoo  ai  riqsaoL  :o  eoidon  dx© n 
<dnsH  ridol  c  si  vntfi  .  i  *\  lo  ,bnS  f  d  do. ion  ,H  ric  ?eol>  d  -rid 

yoXqrnx  (  i  .  E  .  :  m  i  ?  i  sdT  ,JV?.  ,oX  .1  sbw  eiriT 

ow  c.iw 

.yxi/deiXilB  lo  9mid 

vdr.  £  c  .  i<  .  "t  M  bn©  ,  c  id-iuO  lei  *A  ,  n  >de  is  L  id 
iBfia  airt  .sex'.  .bleilrriiT  8  lo  r.srid  eeLn  c  a  -  idoid  eiri 
9dxd8»  -rid  ni  •  >wob  86  .is^siO  yxaM  wc.biw  ©rid  «-t9..  0:it  .ri  od  bodoXXfi 

.dierionfiH  ex/9riofiS  tbna~deirH  de^il  nsrf  lo 
•  soafivavr  o  r.ir.  ni  ,  .dO  j/ion  riB  lo  ss  i  JinD89b 
dnrid  nieXq  dx  ^nitfem  strrfd  ,  .-rt#  tdderbnBH  riqosob  e&  Insnundsni 
XXXfii/ps  x  dl  .dqoaoL  T'ridone  mo^  lles  uiri  rigxxjsnideib  od 
srir  9 d  od  raid  jworfe  boob  orid  "roi  rroridsl  d-;  i  esw  .Xqeeot  rrerfdo  9rfd 
bnfi)  ©  :id  dnrid  ds  qniviX  riqeeol^  T?rido  \Xno  e-rid  dud  8U9rioeS  lo  noe 
XO&X  rri  bsxb  oriw  rio^eoi-  9lonU  9rid  8i  (edsXqraoo  el  deil  *tao 
to  te'!  xb>s©Ti6  be9fc  9rid  ni  ,bnS  IXoea.iri  beXXao  ©ri  nosssT  ©tase  odd  'to1? 
t  d  :ib  yXm  ?Io  9n^  w-iriqen  b  Xoau  iriqosol  cv.*d  arid  euriT  .od 
£  eiedBie  bnB  eTarido^d  eiri  ridiw  bsniot  nx6q  eri  ^VTX  .ds3  n I 

axri  od  b9©b  s  nx  b©86©o©b  rrerid  tras3  olorw  aid  Jo  n9obXtdo  ©rid  lo 
..X;  lebiv  sxw  eirfT  .ddarionsH  nriol  .  ,  iiJ  ^nBibisxq  leano":  ons  sJtono 
10  nw  d  e  Id  lo  ^nx/.mjol  ©id  dB  vlisniiiiQ  b9dn6iq  bnsX  9rid  lo  praoa 
yXdxaaoq  *io)  BBnioriT  isridond  aid  bns  ddorioneH  nriob  noor-oO  od  bX9illi/B 

.n.ioO  ni  raid  lo  ©oidon  defiX  9 rid  ei  eiri?  .  ( efirsoriT  .©eQ 

.noTbXirfa  siri  lo  yns  woria  don  ob  abioosa 

3nio^.  d  yd  irxri  >(9ea  dea^  >w  loridni/l  ddarionsH  riq©aot»  906id  oT 


-91- 


backwards  from  his  living  descendants,  the  train  of  proof  being  clear 
but  needing  careful  study,,  The  evidence  was  communicated  by  Mrs,  Emma 
E.  Hanchett,  wife  of  Franklin  Jay  Hanchett,  of  Chicago,  a  descendant . 

The  first  evidence  logically  is  from  the  records  of  the  townof  Cold- 
water,  Micho  wile  re  we  hear  not  of  Joseph,  himself,  but  of  Joseph  Han¬ 
chett,  Jr.,  whom  the  evidence  shows  to  be  the  son  of  Joseph,  son  of 
Zacheus.  This  Joseph,  Jr. ,  was  one  of  the  founders  of  Coldwater0 
The  first  land  entry  is  found  dated  Oct.  9th  1330,  and  was  made  to 
"Joseph  Hanchett,  Jr."  This  Joseph  was  born  Apr.  IS,  1732,  and  the 
title  Junior  shows  that  there  was  another  Joseph  Hanchett  then  living 
whom  he  was  to  be  distinguished.  We  have  seen  that  Joseph-'  disting¬ 
uished  himself  from  his  Uncle  Joseph1*  by  this  disignation  and  also  by 
the  designation  of  2nd.  but  that  said  uncle  died  in  1301,  29  years  be¬ 
fore.  Therefore  Joseph^-  could  not  be  meant.  Joseph5,  however,  must 
have  been  the  Senior  to  whom  the  Junior  referred,  because  our  records 
of  the  descendants  of  Deacon  Thomas  are  full  to  the  fifth  generation 
and  show  no  other  Joseph.  Neither  could  the  Joseph.;  Sr.  have  been  one 
of  the  older  members  of  the  sixth  generation,  for-  although  some  of  these 
were  born  as  early  as  1764?  the  older  ones  are  all  known  and  contain 
no  Josephs  among  them,  except  a  Joseph  Thompson  Hanchett  born  in  177/ , 
son  of  Luke5,  who  plainly  cannot  be  referred  to.  The  lines  of  three 
of  the  fifth  generation  have  not  been  traced,  and  might  contain 
Josephs,  Of  these  Samuel5  was  born  in  Sept.  1763  and  could  not  have 
been  the  father  of  Joseph,  Sr.  or  Joseph.  Jr.  by  reason  of  his 
youth.  Jonah  Hanchett5  was  born  at  Salisbury,  Jan  30,  1753  and  re¬ 
moved  to  Boquet  Valley,  Elizabethtown,  in  the  Adirondacks,  in  1793 » 

He  could  not  have  been  the  father  of  Joseph,  Sr.  by  reason  of  his 
youth,  but  might  have  been  the  father  cf  Joseph,  Jr.  as  far  as  his 
age  is  concerned,  for  he  was  24  years  old  in  1/32,  But  as  against  that 
we  have  no  reason  for  a  son  of  his  named  Joseph,  if  he  had  one  (We 
do  not  know  that  he  was  even  married),  referring  to  himself  as  Jr.? 
which  is  a  term  properly  applicable  only  to  a  parent  although  some¬ 
times  misused,  the  only  Joseph,  Sr.,  being  his  father ‘}s  cousin,  Tae 
idea  is  extravagant  especially  in  view  of  the  fact  that  there  is  no 
reason  for  locating  the  two  Josephs  in  the  same  town  where  a  distinction 
might  be  convenient.  In  fact,  we  know  that  Joseph,  Sr.  was  not  au  Cold- 
wat  er . 

Continuing  our  process  of  elimination  farther,  the  only  further 
case  where  we  could  find  an  ancestor  of  Joseph,  the  founder  of  Cold- 
water,  other  than  the  Joseph5  we  are  discussing,  is  that  of  Joseph’s 
older  brother  Seth.  Seth  Hanchett,  son  cf  Zacheus,  was  born  at 
Suffield,  Dec.  3?  1751°  In  discussing  his  record  we  found  that  he 
was  of  Salisbury  in  1773  and  could  not  trace  him  further.  We  had  some 
slight  grounds  for  concluding  that  he  died  before  1777  unmarried.  This 
is  by  no  means  sure,  however,  It  is  possible  that  he  migrated  west, 
as  was  common  at  that  time  and  raised  a  family  and  that  he  was  the 
father  of  Joseph,  who  settled  at  Coldwater.  If  he  had  had  children 
he  would  have  been  likely  to  name  one  of  his  boys  Joseph  after  his 
brother.  As  against  that  we  have  the  inapplicability  of  the  designation, 
Jr.,  which  is  only  by  a  departure  from  usage  applied  to  distinguish, 
from  collateral  relatives.  Moreover,  as  we  shall  see,  Joseph  v/as  the 
son  by  a  first  wife  and  by  a  second  wife  there  were  other  children, 
among  them  one  Seth.  Why,  did  not  Seth  name  one  of  his  older  sons 
Seth  in  accordance  with  popular  usage  of  the  time?  It  is  against  the 
supposition  that  he  did  not. 
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We  have  now  minutely  examined  all  possibilities  as  to  the  paren¬ 
tage  of  Joseph  Hanchett ,  the  settler  of  Coldwater,  and  find  grave  in¬ 
probabilities  against  any  other  theory  than  that  he  was  the  son  of 
Joseph,  son  of  Zacheus.  In  favor  of  the  latter  supposition,  however, 
we  have  the  disappearance  of  Joseph  from  Conn,,  knowing  that  he  was 
at  that  time  married  and  therefore  with  a  probability  of  iss  ue„  If 
there  were  such  issue,  the  eldest  son  would  by  the  usual  custom  have 
been  named  Joseph  and  would  have  designated  himself  as  Junior  during 
his  fathers  life.  The  writer  is  fully  satisfied  that  such  was  the 
case  and  that  all  other  theories  are  excluded.  The  tedious  but  thoro¬ 
ugh  analysis  in  made  not  only  to  establish  the  fact  but  to  avoid  the 
grievous  consequences  of  making  as  statement  of  face  that  is  merely  a 
conclusion  from  a  process  of  reasoning.  Much  depends  in  this  case 
upon  the  accuracy  of  the  statements  or  many  claim  descent  from  this 
Joseph.  If  the  statement  were  baldly  made,  those  coming  after  would 
certainly  infer  that  the  writer  had  sufficient  reason  yet  would  be 
deprived  of  judging  for  themselves  if  the  reason  were  adequate  and 
so  might  attribute  a  better  reason  than  really  existed. 

Having  determined  £3  above,  we  are  able  to  make  further  state¬ 
ments  concerning  Joseph-',  From  Cold  water  residents  we  learn  that 
Joseph,  Jr.  had.  brothers,  who  were  also  at  Coldwater  at  one  time. 

One  of  these  was  a  full  brother  Luther,,  a  doctor  (presumably  a  phy¬ 
sician).  Also  he  had  two  half  brothers  Seth  and  Brian.  This  shows, 
of  course  a  second  marriage.  We  know  of  the  marriage  to  Mary  Sprague, 
of  Sharon  in  1774  and  Luther  and  Joseph  may  have  been  her  children, 
but  not  certainly  so.  We  hear  of  her  no  further  after  her  marriage 
and  found  no  records  of  children  in  Sharon  or  in  Salisbury ,  vihere 
the  pair  were  supposed  to  have  lived  as  late  as  17?S.  This  would  seem 
to  indicate  that  the  marriage  was  unfruitful  up  to  that  time,  al¬ 
though  the  records  might  be  imperfect  in  this  respect.  On  the  ocher 
hand  we  have  no  record  of  Mary  Sprague’s  death.  Joseph  was  not  born 
until  1732,  eight  years  after  the  marriage  and  yet  it  is  probable  that 
he  was  the  senior  of  Dr.  Luther. 

Of  the  half-brothers  Seth  and  Brian,  we  learn  again  in  an  extract 
from  the  "History  of  Branch  County”  Michigan  by  Everts  and  Abbott. 

The  subject  of  the  sketch  is  S.  B.  Hanchett,  whom  we  suppose  to  be  the 
half-brother  Brian  referred  to.  In  confirmation  of  this  we  have  it 
from  the  sketch  that  chis  S.  B.  Hanchett  had  a  brother  Seth,  who  is 
evidently  a  full  brother  for  there  is  also  mentioned  a  half-brother, 
Mr.  Wood,  revealing  further  complications  of  the  matrimonial  entangle¬ 
ment.  The  recurrence  of  the  name  Seth  Hanchett  both  at  Coldwater 
and  here  shows  that  we  have  chosen  correctly  in  placing  the  line  of 
descent  from  the  children  of  Zacheus**.  Further  in  confirmation  cf 
the  brotherhood  of  Joseph  and  S.  B.  Hanchett,  we  have  it  noted  in 
the  sketch  that  the  latter  came  to  Coldwater  in  May  1$3$°,  which 
agrees  with  the  account  given  at  Coldwater  that  he  was  once  there.  If 
there  were  no  such  close  relationship  between  the  two  it  is  unlikely 
that  S.  B.  Hanchett  would  be  found  at  Coldwater. 

Accepting  this  as  true,  we  gain  further  information  regarding 
the  father,  Joseph,  Sr.  He  is  not  mentioned  in  the  sketch  by  name, 
but  it  is  stated  that  the  father  of  S.  B„  Hanchett  died  at  the  age 
of  79  years  with  but  an  interval  of  two  days  from  the  death  of  the 
mother  aged  60.  The  date  is  not  given  but  the  mother  is  said  to  have 
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been  three  years  of  age  at  Burgoyne’s  surrender  in  Octo  17?  1777 . 

Here  is  an  opportunity  for  a  reckoning.  If  we  take  the  figures  liter¬ 
ally,  the  mother  was  born  Oct.  17,  1774  and  died  Oct.  17,  1334.  If 
her  husband  the  supposed  Joseph  was  just  79  his  birth  would  be  Oct  17. 
1755  *  We  know  it  to  have  been  actually  Jan  16,  1753  •  a  discrepancy 
of  two  years  and  nine  months.  Joseph  we  know  to  have  been  2 4  years 
and  8  months  old  at  the  surrender  of  Burgcyne,  and  if  his  wife  was 
three  it  is  hard  to  clear  the  discrepancy  between  a  difference  of 
over  22  years  in  their  ages  and  the  difference  of  only  19  years,  as 
stated  in  the  sketch  to  have  existed  at  the  time  of  the  death,  except 
upon  the  assumption  that  the  sketch  was  in  error.  Whether  the  error 
was  in  stating  the  age  of  the  mother  at  Burgoyne’s  surrender  o r  at 
the  time  of  her  death  or  in  stating  the  sge  of  the  husband  at  the 
death  we  cannot  say.  If  we  go  back  to  the  assumption  that  Seth,  the 
older  brother  of  Joseph^  is  the  Hanchett  in  question,  the  discre¬ 
pancy  is  increased  over  a  year.  The  other  brothers  of  Joseph, 

Zacheus  Jr.  and  Sylvanus,  have  been  fully  traced  and  their  children 
fully  known.  Zacheus  died  at  Worthington,  Mass,  in  1$00  and  Sylvanus. 
while  the  date  of  his  death  is  not  known  was  eight  years  older  than 
Joseph,  raised  a  large  family  in  Sharon,  and  is  otherwise  impossible. 
We  prefer  then  to  stand  by  our  position  that  we  are  d  ealing  with 
Joseph-^  in  this  instance  in  spite  of  the  discrepancy.  3  B.  Hanchett 
we  are  told  was  the  youngest  of  three  children  and  it  is  also  stated 
that  his  father  and  mother  died  early,  meaning  obviously  that  they 
died  while  their  children  were  still  young.  It  is  said  that  S,.  3. 
Hanchett  remained  on  the  farm  for  two  years  during  which  time  his 
sister  and  brother  both  married.  It  then  goes  on  to  say  that  at  the 
age  of  21  he  went  on  a  prospecting  tour  in  Ohio,  It  Is  evident  there¬ 
fore  that  he  was  about  i.9  at  his  parent  -s  death  and  the  facu  of  his 
brother Ts  and  sister’s  marriage  during  his  minority  indicates  that 
they  were  rather  older  than  would  be  the  case  where  children  sre 
born  in  rapid  succession.  Seth  was  probably  at  least  25  at  his 
father’s  death.  S.  B.’s  mother  seems  to  have  been  about  41  years  of 
age  at  the  time  of  his  birth,  S.  13.  Hanchett  came  to  Coldwater  in 
May  1&3 3  and  went  directly  to  Algansee  where  was  his  brother  Seth. 
After  some  pioneer  experiences  there  he  married  at  the  age  of  23 
Ruth  C.  Thompson,  daughter  of  an  old  resident  of  California  town¬ 
ship.  Allowing  two  years  for  these  pioneering  experiences  or  until 
1$40,  we  then  by  subtraction  obtain  the  birth  of  S.  3„  Hanchett  as 
1$12,  which  if  the  mother  was  41  years  his  senior 5  places  her  birth 
at  1771  or  six  years  before  the  surrender  of  Burgoyne.  Which  would 
be  more  in  accord  with  the  ages  at  the  death  of  the  parents  calcul¬ 
ated  from  the  known  birth  of  Joseph.  I  shall  assume  then  that 
Joseph  was  well  along  in  his  30th  year  at  his  death  and  place  the 
death  of  both  parents  in  the  latter  part  of  1332.  The  mother’s  birth 
would  be  according  to  that  sometime  in  1772,  making  her  about  five  at 
the  surrender  of  Burgoyne.  It  is  probable  that  the  dates  of  death  are 
better  known  than  the  exact  age  at  Burgoyne’s  surrender  being  more 
recent  in  the  recollection. 

Further,  we  learn  from  the  sketch  that  S,  B.  Hanchett  was  born 
in  Saratoga  county,  N.  Y.  and  that  his  father  was  reared  in  Conn. 

It  is  also  stated  that  S.  B.  before  he  finally  located  and  while  he 
was  perhaps  in  the  very  early  twenties  worked  for  a  half-brother,  Mr. 
Wood,  in  Canada.  Wood,  of  course  was  a  half-brother  on  the  mother’s 
side,  showing  that  she  married  one  Wood  and  later  Joseph  Hanchetc. 
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We  know  also  that  he,  Joseph  had  made  at  least  one  previous  marriage 
and  had  children  Joseph  and  Luther.  This  second  marriage  of  Joseph 
the  elder  must  have  been  quite  late  in  life,  for  not  only  was  his 
second  wife  at  least  19  years  younger  than  he  but  had  further  pro¬ 
tracted  the  time  of  the  union  by  a  previous  marriage  and  birth  of 
children,.  The  marriage  was  probably  after  rather  than  before  IcCO. 


Recapitulation  of  conclusions. 


Joseph  Hanchett,  son  of  Zacheus  and  Mary  (Sikes)  Hanchett,  was 
born  at  Suffield,  CtOJ  JanD  16,  1753°  Suff.  Rec.  His  father  having 
died  in  the  minority  of  his  children,,  Joseph  with  the  rest  was  placed 
under  the  guardianship  of  his  mother,  who  married  about  1762.  Samuel 
Granger,  of  Suffield .  It  is  supposed  that  the  mother  did  not  live 
long  after  that,  and  we  find  in  the  spring  of  1763  that  Joseph vas 
under  the  guardianship  of  his  Uncle,  Lieut,  John  Hanchett,  prominent 
in  Suffield,  affairs,  and  who  had  two  years  before  been  made  the 
guardian  of  the  next  older  brother,  Seth,  Seth  Sylvanus,,  and  Joseph 
seem  to  have  removed  not  long  after  to  Salisbury  Ct.5  where  was 
already  their  Uncle  Ebenezer  Hanchett,  Sylvanus  the  eldest  brother  of 
those  at  Salisbury  going  soon  after  to  Sharon,  where  he  married  and 
raised  his  large  family,  Joseph,  married  at  Sharon,  being  then  of 
Salisbury,  Mary  Sprague  of  Sharon.  Mar.  21,  1774°  Mar,  ho,  1775, 
being  still  of  Salisbury,  Joseph  deeded  a  part  of  his  inheritance  from 
his  father  Zacheus  to  Seth  Kent  *  This  land  was  in  Suffield.  In  1777 
he  sold  his  share  in  his  inheritance  from  his  mother  the  widow  Granger, 
to  his  brother  Zacheus,  and  in  1773  sold  further  of  his  inheritance 
to  his  Uncle  John.  His  other  brothers  and  sisters  also  joined  in 
these  conveyances.  That  is  our  last  record  of  him  in  Conn.  How  or 
when  he  left  Conn  we  do  not  know.  He  may  have  taken  part  in  the  settle¬ 
ment  of  Vermont,  which  interested  many  men  cf  Salisbury  Ct.,  includ¬ 
ing  his  uncle  Ebenezer  and  Joseph,  and  one  line  of  Hanchett  descent 
comes  by  way  of  Vermont  through  his  cousin  Amos.  He  died  in  Saratoga, 
county,  N,  Y. ,  whe r e  he  held  a  farm  which  he  probably  occupied  for 
a  considerable  time  before  his  death.  S.  Brian  was  born  there  in  1313° 

There  is  no  record  of  the  death  of  his  wife  Mary  Sprague  nor 
is  there  any  record  that  she  bore  him  any  children,  although  they  were 
at  least  four  years  in  Conn° ,  after-  their  marriage.  The  date  of  birth 
of  his  son  Joseph  has  been  preserved  and  is  Apr.  13,  1732.  He  had 
another  son  Dr^  Luther  Hanchett,  apparently  a  full  brother  of  the  son 
Joseph,  Joseph'3  married  again,  probably  not  til  after  1300,  a  widow  of 
one  Wood,  by  whom  she  had  at  least  one  child,  a  son,  who  is  said  to 
have  been  a  resident  of  Canada.  She  was  born  about  1772  and  was 
nineteen  years  his  junior.  They  had  three  children,  the  first  two 
of  these  were  a  boy  Seth  and  a  girl  who  is  not  named,  both  of  whom 
married  between,  1332  and  1334,  soon  after  their  parents-  death,  the 
third  child,  S.  Brian  Hanchett,  was  born  about  1313.  and  married  at 
the  age  of  23.  The  son  Joseph  settled  at  Coidwater,  Mich.,  and  later 
on  his  brother  Dr.  Luther,  and  his  half-brothers  Seth  and  S.  Brian 
were  also  of  that  place.  The  two  latter  going  subsequently  to  Alfan- 
see  township  in  Michigan. 
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Joseph,  Sr.,  died  at  the  age  of  79  at  his  farm  in  Saratoga  Co., 
within  two  days  of  the  death  of  his  wife,  who  was  sixty  years  of 
age.  The  children  of  Joseph  Hanchett,  were  as  follows, ‘so  far  as 
known . 
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75  Joseph  Memorandum  made  April  2,  1910 

In  the  letter  of  John  Harmon  written  in  1367  by  a  very  agen 
gentleman  and  the  grandson  of  the  first  Zacheus  Hanchett  gives  valu¬ 
able  information  about  Joseph  and  his  sons  by  his  first  marriage  as 

follows . 

*  The  sons  of  Zacheus  were ,  1st  Zacheus,  2nd  Sylvanus ,  3rd  Joseph 
in  Salisbury,  afterward  in  Ballstown,  N.  Y.  4th  Seth  in  Opelousas,  La. 

(Additional  material  from  Harmon’s  letter  is  quoted  but  since  the 
original  letter  is  included  will  be  omitted.  K.M.S J 

The  above  is  a  distinct  addition  to  our  previous  data.  It  con¬ 
firms  the  order  of  births  of  the  four  sons  of  Joseph  and  mentions 
no  others  which  leads  to  the  inference  that  we  now  have  them  all.  It 
tells  us  that  Elijah  was  a  doctor  and  where  he  lived  and  by  not  naming 
any  children  leaves  us  to  suppose  that  there  were  none,  at  least  as 
far  as  the  writer  knew. 

As  to  Hiram  we  now  find  that  he  had  issue  and  something  of  his 
movements.  The  mention  of  a  son  at  Natchez,  Miss.,  recalls  that  the 
brother  Joseph  died  there. 

The  children  of  the  second  marriage  of  Joseph  are  not  referred 
to  and  undoubtedly  because  the  writer  had  no  knowledge  of  them. 

Since  writing  the  preceding  a  notable  addition  had  been  made  to 
the  line  of  Joseph.  This  was  disclosed  by  F.  E,  Hanchett  who  has 
recently  come  across  a  variety  of  new  data  in  the  hands  of  Jay  Bush 
Hanchett,  son  of  Daniel  Marshall  Hanchett,  son  of  Daniel,  son  of 
Luke.  This  Jay  Bush  Hanchett  lives  at  247  Baker  Ave.,  Syracuse,  N.  Y, 
In  this  data  was  a  great  deal  about  the  line  of  Dr.  Luther  Hanchett  and 
it  disclosed  the  fact  that  besides  Luther  and  Joseph,  Jr.  there  were 
two  other  brothers  of  the  first  marriage. 

How  correct  the  order  of  ages  is  is  a  little  uncertain  until  we 
find  the  dates  of  births.  It  will  be  remembered  that  Joseph  married 
Mary  Sprague  early  in  1774  and  we  should  expect  children  born  earlier 
rather  than  later  than  Joseph  and  Dr.  Luther.  Mrs.  Emma  E.  Hanchett 
stated  that  Dr.  Luther  was  older  than  Joseph  and  the  complete  record 
establishes  this. 

Regarding  the  children  of  the  second  marriage  the  new  date  is 
not  so  complete  as  that  already  at  hand  and  leaves  out  the  sister  al¬ 
together.  It  establishes  the  fact  the  ’’Brian"  was  really  Bryant 
Hanchett  and  the  name  got  distorted  in  being  passed  along. 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Joseph  and  Mary  (Sprague)  Hanchett. 

169.  Dr.  Elijah,  b.  1775, 

170.  Dr.  Luther,  b.  5/10/1730,  died  10/25/1341,  at  Allen,  Mich.,  See 
his  line  further . 

171.  Joseph  born  April  13,  1372,  died  Nov.  7,  1343,  Natchez,  Miss. 

See  his  line  further. 
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died  in  1631.  See  line  further , 


Children  of  Joseph  and  _ (Wood)  Hanchett 

173 o  Eliza  Ann,  born  1609 

174.  Seth  Carmi,  born  July  12 ,  1611.  See  line  further,, 

175 o  Samuel  Bryant,  born  Mar,  26,  1613  and  died  Septo  1,  1900 0  See 
line  further, 

60 o  Ezra  (Thomas^  John^  John^  Ezra^) 

Ezra  Hanchett,  son  of  Ezra  and  Abigail  (Coe)  Hanchett,  was  born 
at  Suffield,  Dec,  15,  1756  and  died  there  Mar,  7,  1647,  aged  69o  He 
married  at  Suffield,  May  11,  1766,  Moria  Kent,  daughter  of  Dudley 
Kent,  She  was  born  Oct,  10,  1760  and.  died  at  Suffield  July  21,  1636, 
aged  760  They  had  six  children  all  born  at  Suffield,  none  of  whom 
married, 

Ezra  Hanchett  was  born  at  Suffield  Dec,  15,  1756  about  one 
month  after  his  father ?s  death.  His  two  sisters  Rhcda  and  Abigail  were 
very  young  children  at  this  time.  They  were  to  have  been  put  under  the 
guardianship  of  Capt,  Aaron  Hitchcock  of  Suffield  but  the  proceedings 
were  not  finished  and  we  do  not  hear  of  the  guardianship  until  Ezra, 
minor  16  years  of  age,  son  of  Ezra  of  Suffield  chose  John  Levit  his 
guardian  at  a  court  held  Sept,  16,  1775. 

The  mother  of  Ezra,  Abigail  married  within  two  years  after  the 
death  of  her  husband  to  Charles  Granger  who  outlived  her. 

The  home  lot  on  High  St,  granted  to  Dea,  Thomas  and  increased  in 
the  next  generation  by  the  addition  of  the  home  lot  of  his  son  the  Dea, 
John,  both  original  grants  at  the  laying  out  of  the  town  passed  to  the 
heirs  of  Ezra,  John  (15)  had  before  his  death  made  an  agreement  where¬ 
by  Ezra  (39)  was  to  have  this  land  and  support  the  old  couple^  but 
after  the  death  of  John  (15)  and  the  death  of  Ezra  (39)  the  young  widow 
did  not  keep  the  agreement  and  it  could  not  be  found  so  that  it  could 
be  enforced.  However,  we  find  the  homelot  in  the  possession  of  Ezra 
(60)  and  he  built  upon  it  a  cottage  which  stands  there  today  and  which 
was  occupied  by  Betsey  Hanchett  and  Cynthia  M,  Hanchett,  his  daughters, 
two  old  maiden  ladies  well  remembered  today  in  Suffield  by  the  older 
people  there, 

Ezra  and  his  two  sisters  we  have  mentioned  already  as  grantors 
with  many  others,  heirs  of  Joh  Hanchett  (15)  in  Feb,  1776  and  the 
abstract  appears  under  John  (15). 

The  records  of  Ezra’s  birth  and  that  of  his  sisters  is  taken 
from  the  Suffield  records. 

The  dates  of  Ezra’s  marriage,  death  and  children’s  births  are 
from  the  Suffield  records  which  also  add  that  none  of  the  children 
married. 


The  deeds  at  Suffield  and  Springfield  should  be  examined  for 
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references  to  Ezra  and  his  children,  I  find  one  small  reference  on 
the  court  rolls  at  Springfield,  Ezra  Hanchett  of  Suffield  had  a  case 
on  a  note  in  1817. 

I  made  only  the  following  brief  abstract  of  the  administration  on 
the  estate  of  Ezra,  Court  held  Dec.  13,  1847,  petition  of  Betsey  and 
Maria  Hanchett  to  appoint  Daniel  W.  Norton  Administrator,  In  IS 51  the 
same  two  "accepted  the  account  on  the  estate  of  their  father," 

The  four  sons  had  all  died  before  their  father.  These  were  Samuel 
died  1842,  Harvey  died  1838,  Ralph  died  1844  and  Hiram  died  in  183  8. 
Samuel  left  legacies  to  his  sisters,  father  and  Ralph.  Ralph *s  estate 
was  adm.  by  his  father  and  his  two  sisters  were  the  heirs. 

Finally  Cynthia  died  and  at  a  court  of  July  27,  1867,  Betsey  her 
only  heir  took  the  estate  and  the  final  settlement  was  made  of  it  Mar, 

20,  1873. 

Betsey  the  last  of  her  line  died  June  14,  1873  and  was  obliged 
to  leave  the  honored  home  lot  of  Dea,  Thomas  to  collateral  relatives 
not  of  the  name  of  Hanchett,  The  estate  had  been  in  the  family  possess¬ 
ion  for  nearly  200  years  and  the  will  of  Miss  Betsey  discloses  her 
pride  in  it.  She  was  living  in  the  house  built  by  Ezra  at  the  time  and 
she  plainly  desired  the  estate  to  remain  still  a  Hanchett  estate. 

Her  will  proved  at  a  court  held  in  Suffield,  June  25,  1873  <  reads 
in  part  as  follows: 

Court  held  June  25,  1873 »  Will  of  Betsey  Hanchett,  I  give,  be¬ 
queath  and  devise  to  my  kinsman  Silas  Adams  of  Rome,  Oneida  county/  in 
the  State  of  New  York,  the  house  and  farm  now  in  my  possession  and 
which  I  inherited  from  my  father  Ezra  Hanchett,  of  Suffield.  he  being 
the  fifth  generation  from  Deacon  Thomas  Hanchett  the  original  propriet¬ 
or  of  said  farm  in  the  settlement  of  the  town  of  Suffield,  If  either  of 
the  sons  or  grandsons  of  said  Silas  are  willing  to  take  the  surname  of 
Hanchett  and  occupy  said  farm,  it  is  my  choice  the  title  should  be 
vested  in  him  though  I  would  not  make  it  obligatory  upon  them  to  do  so. 
Dated  Oct.  15,  1869.  Then  follow  many  references  to  further  matters 
relating  to  the  settlement  of  this  estate,  the  last  being  in  Vol,  7, 
page  194.  Court  then  held  May  10,  1878. 

The  Silas  Adams  must  have  been  a  descendant  of  Rhoda  Hanchett  who 
married  Gideon  Adams  who  removed  to  Rome,  N,  Y.  Rhoda  was  the  great 
aunt  of  Betsey,  so  the  relationship  was  rather  remote.  Her  own  brothers 
and  sisters  never  married  and  she  was  herself  single  and  these  would 
be  her  nearest  of  kin. 

The  land  was  sold  out  of  the  family  soon  after  the  death  of 
Betsey  and  is  now  built  up  with  high  class  modern  residences  and  is 
one  of  the  prettiest  spots  in  the  fine  old  town.  It  is  almost  opposite 
the  celebrated  Suffield  Academy. 
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SIXTH  GENERATION 


Children  of  Ezra  and  Mori a  (Kent)  Hanchett,  all  born  Suffield . 

176.  Samuel,  born  July  6,  1789.  See  account  of  life  further.  Never 
married. 

177.  Betsey,  b.  Sept  1,  1791.  d.  Suffield,  June  14.  1637.  She  inherit! 
the  original  estate  of  Deacon  Thomas  and  lived  on  it  until  death.  See 

will. 

176.  Harvey,  b. ,  Oct  9,  1793.  See  account  of  life  further.  Never 
married. 

179.  Ralph,  b.  April  11,  1797.  See  account  of  life  further.  Never 
married. 

180.  Hiram,  b.  1800.  See  account-  of  life  further.  Never  married. 

181.  Cynthia  Moria,  b.  1803,  died  at  Suffield,  May  6,  1867-  She 
lived  with  her  sister  Betsey  at  the  old  hcmstead,  old  maids  together. 
Note  that  as  none  of  the  children  of  Ezra  married,  this  line  ends 
here.  He  was  the  last  in  the  order  of  the  fifth  generation. 

Oliver  (81)  (Thomas'*-  Jchn^  John-^  Joseph^)  ■ 

Oliver  Hanchett,  son  of  Joseph  Hanchett  and  the  widow  Sarah 
Thornton,  was  probably  born  a  few  years  after  the  marriage  of  his 
parents  in  1759.  We  have  but  two  references  to  him..  The  records  cf 
Sharon  Ct.  show  that  on  Feb.  8,  1787.  he  being  then  of  Sharon,  married 
Demaris  Grammon,  also  of  that  town.  The  records  of  Sharon  for  this 
period  have  been  published  and  give  the  family  of  Syl varus  Hanchett 
complete  and  some  other  notices  of  our  family  but  nothing  further  con¬ 
cerning  Ihis  Oliver,  or  his  children. 

The  will  of  his  father  Joseph  was  offered  for  Probate  in  Feb. 

1802,  by  an  Oliver  Hanchett,  whom  we  presume  to  be  the  son. 

81.  Oliver,  son  of  Joseph,  who  married  Demaris  Grommonve  have  some  fur- 
ther  information  from  the  Revolutionary  rolls  of  Mass,  and  Vu.  In 
consulting  these  records  it  should  be  born  in  mind  that  there  were 
two  Oliver  Hanchett s  at  this  time  (the  Revolution)  and  only  tv.o  .  They 
were  Capt .  Oliver  Hanchett,  born  in  Suffield,  Ct.  1741  and  Oliver  Han¬ 
chett  the  subject  of  this  sketch.  The  first  of  these  was  exceedingly 
prominent  in  the  Revolution,  was  at  the  siege  of  Boston  in  1775  and 
took  a  principal  part  in  the  celebrated  expedition  through  the  Maine 
Wilderness  to  Quebec,  where  he  engaged  in  the  fruitless  attack  on 
Quebec,  was  taken  prisoner  with  his  entire  company  and  finally  ex¬ 
changed  after  a  year’s  captivity,  Jan.  10,  1777*  He  returned  to  Suf¬ 
field,  Ct.  and  we  do  not  hear  of  him  again  as  a  soldier.  -At  the  time 
of  his  discharge  he  was  36  years  old. 

The  Mass.  Soldiers  &  Sailors  of.  the  Revolution  give  the  record 
of  Oliver  Hanchett,  of  Stockbridge, .twice  and  as  serving  at  Spring- 
field,  once.  These  records  shoul-cf«be  looked  up  with  particularity  as 
to  the  dates  and  places  of  service.  Stockbridge,  Mass  .  is  on  the 
Housatonic  River  in  the  extreme  western  part  of  the  State.  Canaan, 

Ct ,  is  directly  on  this  River  and  Sharon  and  Salisbury  are  only  a 
short  distance  from  it.  This  points  directly  to  the  fact  that  we  are 
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dealing  in  probability  with  one  of  the  Salisbury  or  Sharon  Hanchetts 
such  as  we  know  Oliver  to  have  been.  The  parents  of  Oliver 5  Joseph 
and  Sarah  were  married  in  the  fall  of  1759"  Oliver  is  the  only  or.e 
of  their  children  whose  existance  we  have  discovered.  His  mother 
had  been  married  before  and  was  likely  net  a  very  young  voman.  It 
is  therefore  reasonable  to  assume  that  Oliver  was  born  not  long  after 
this  marriage,  perhaps  in  the  following  year.  Under  this  supposition 
he  \\ras  not  older  than  15  at  the  outbreak  of  the  Revolution.  He  might 
nevertheless  have  got  into  it  very  soon  after  the  outbreak  as  boys  of 
sixteen  often  served.  Capt.  Oliver  Hanchett  was  a  Sergeant  in  the 
French  and  Indian  Wars  in  1757  at  the  age  of  16.  I  shall  have  the 
Rolls  again  examined  to  determine  the  date  of  service,  and  all  other 
facts  again. 

The  Vermont  Records  reads  as  follows. 

Payroll  of  Capt.  Thomas  Barney7 s  Co.  in  Col.  Ira  Allen?s  Regt. 
of  Militia  for  service  done  the  State  in  the  alarm  on  the  21st  day  of 
Oct,  1731.  Oliver  Hanchet,  entered  service  Oct.  21.  Wages  per  day 

ays  service,  14,  miles  travel,  40.  Travel  per  mile  at  4°  Total 
.  Payroll  sworn  to  by  the  Captain  at  Arlington.,  Nov.  23,  1?71. 

Again  same  Company  and  Regt.  for  service  done  the  state  in  u ho¬ 
mo  nth  of  May  1732,  in  an  alarm  to  the  westward  after  Tories,.  Oliver 
Hanshit2  days  services,  13  miles  trave,  4d  per  mile.  1,4«  per  day. 

Total  $~S. 

From  the  above  we  seem  to  find  that  Oliver  was  a  resident  of 
Vermont  and  in  this  connection  we  should  bear  in  mind,  that  his  fauher, 
Joseph  was  one  of  the  original  grantees  of  Panton,  Vt.  in  the  days  of 
the  first  charters,  Nov.  1761.  Arlington,  where  the  payroll  was  sworn 
and  probably  the  town  most  convenient  to  the  service  is  in  southern 
Vt.  Bennington  Co.  about  20  miles  north  of  the  Mass,  line,  and  very7 
near  the  N.  Y.  lines.  Oliver  might  have  been  of  age  at  this  time. 

At  the  time  of  his  marriage  to  Damaris  Grommon,  he  was  again  of  Sharon, 
from  which  we  should  infer  that  he  did  not  seriously  settle  down  in 
the  early  years  of  his  life. 

Since  writing  the  above  we  have  looked  up  the  Mass,  records  of 
the  service  of  Oliver  Hanchet  and  find  thait  the  service  was  in  the 
latter  part  of  1773  and  twice  in  1730.  This  does  not  conflict  with 
with  the  Vermont  record.  Two  of  the  enlistments  were  from  Stockbridge 
and  the  other  gives  no  home  town  but  states  that  the  soldier  was  de¬ 
tached  from  a  Berkshire  Co.  Berkshire  is  the  extreme  western  county 
of  the  state  and  contains  Stockbridge.  By  this  means  we  trace  Oliver 
from  Salisbury  to  Stockbridge  and  from  thereto  southern  Vermont  and  find 
him  still  later  in  Sharon,  Ct.  Where  he  went  from  there  we  have  not 
determined  but  he  was  living  in  1302,  and  was  probably  a  line  of 
descendants.  The  record  in  Mass.  Soldiers  &  Sailors  of  the  Revolu¬ 
tion  is  as  follows. 

Hanchett,  Oliver.  Stockbridge.  Payroll  of  six  months  men  raised 
by  the  town  of  Stockbridge  for  service  in  the  Continental  Army  during 
1730.  Marched  from  home  July  1,  1730  discharged  Dec.  4,  1730.  Ser¬ 
vice  5  months  3  days  at  West  Point,  including  90  miles  home.  Travel. 
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Hanchett,  Oliver.  Stockbridge.  List  of  men  raised  for  the  six 
months  service  and  returned  by  Brigadier  Gen.  Paterson  as  having 
passed  muster,  in  a  return  dated  Camp  Totoway,  Oct.  25,  1730. 

Note  by  JoT.H.  This  is  of  course  a  reference  to  the  first  en¬ 
listment. 

Hanchett,  Oliver,  Private,  Capt.  Enos  Parker :s  Co.  and  Col. 

Jacob  Gerrish  regiment  of  Guards,  enlisted  July  7,  1773,  discharged 
Jan.  1,  1779 o  Service  5  months  28  days.  Company  detached  from  Berk¬ 
shire  Co.  of  militia  to  guard  stores  at  Springfield  for  six  months 

from  July  1,  1773* 

Thus  01 iv  rer  appears  to  have  been  about  3  years  in  the  Berkshires. 

SIXTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Oliver  and  Demaris  (Grommon)  Hanchet 

None  so  far  known,  if  they  had  children  it  would  not  be  until 

1763. 

Thomas  (62)  (Thomas^  Thomas ^  Thomas^  Thomas^"  Thomas 

Thomas  Hanchett,  son  of  Thomas  and  Susannah  (  )  Hanchett  died 

not  long  after  attaining  his  majority  and  did  not  carry  on  the  long 
successions  of  Thomas  Hanchetts  since  Deacon  Thomas.  We  have  no  means 
of  saying  absolutely  that  he  did  not  marry  but  the  evidence  is  very 
strong  against  it  and  still  stronger  that  there  were  neither  wife  nor 
children  left  surviving  him,  for  his  estate  went  to  his  brothers  and 
not  to  a  wife  or  children. 

His  biographical  record  is  as  follows.  We  have  not  his  exact 
birth  date  but  we  get  a  fair  idea  of  it  as  follows.  Administration 
was  granted  on  the  estate  of  his  father,  Oct.  2,  1804  to  Shubael 
Stiles  reserving  the  right  to  Thomas  Hanchett,  the  executor  named 
in  said  will  (son  Thomas  62)  to  take  upon  him  the  trust  on  his  arrival 
to  ,21  years  of  age.  The  reservation  would  hardly  have  been  made  had 
not  Thomas  Jr.  been  nearly  21.  Thomas  was  certainly  of  age  in  1806 
when  he  bought  out  his  mother’s  interest  in  the  real  estate.  He  might 
have  been  born  as  early  as  1783  or  as  late  as  1785  but  with  greater 
probability  in  l?34o 

,  f 

Of  his  transactions  in  real  estate  we  have  already  noted  in 
discussing  the  disposition  of  his  father’s  estate,  a  deed  of  Nathaniel 
and  Susannah  Eaton,  his  step-father  and  his  mother  to  him  (Thomas 
Hanchett  of  Southwick)  for  $300  by  quit  claim  of  the  whole  of  her  right 
or  dower  to  the  whole  o*f  the  farm  and  real  estate  owned  by  Thomas  Han¬ 
chett  late  of  Southwick,  deceased,  excepting  the  crops  and  grains  now 
on  said  farm  until  the  first  of  Feb.  next-.  This  deed  is  dated  Oct.  10, 
1806.  It  will  be  remembered  that  this  dower  and  partition  had  been  set 
off  with  great  particularity  and  that  the  house  had  to  be  divided  for 
the  two  parts  of  the  family  and  it  was  evidently  not  an  agreeable 
arrangement  and  finally  ended  as  above.  It  may  be  that  Thomas  really 
did  marry  and  that  too,  very  young  and  that  the  above  situation  was 
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situation  was  thus  possible  both  families  wanting  the  IionJs  share  cf 
the  house.,  However ,  that  may  be  it-  is  certainly  that  there  were  nc 
children  who  lived  to  inherit  from  him  and  that  his  wife,  if  there  was 
one  did  not  inherit  either * 

At  the  same  time  as  the  above  deed,  young  Thomas  sold  25  acres  in 
Southwick  for  $175  to  Asa  Warren  and  Isaac  Pheland  of  Suffield,  Oct*  11, 
1006,  in  the  presence  of  Isaac  Coit  and  one  Pomeroy,  which  deed  was 
acknowledged  the  same  day  and  recorded  in  1012* 

Mar*  0,  1010  Thomas  (02)  sold  35  acres  in  Southwick,  excepting 
3/4  of  an  acre  deed  to  the  Dunhams 0  This  was  only  a  mortgage  and  was 
for  $250 o  Thomas  is  "of  Southwick"  and.  the  mortgagee  is  Richard  Dick¬ 
enson  of  Southwick,  Gent o 

The  deed  to  the  Dunhams  was  a  deed  by  Thomas  Hanchet  cf  South¬ 
wick,  for  $03  paid  by  Jabez  and  Moses  Dunham  of  Southwick,  miners  of 
3/4  acre  and  house*  It  is  dated  Jan*  20,  1003  and  a ck *  and  rec,  in 
that  year*  This  was  in  the  lifetime  of  the  elder  Thomas  (44)  ar.d  is 
probably  his  transaction  as  Thomas  could  not  have  been  but.  about  19 
at  this  time.  Curiously  enough  the  grantees  were  minors  and  i t  may  have 
been  there  was  minority  on  both  sides  of  the  transaction* 


of  Thomas  on  the  land 
Supreme  Court  report 


reports 
The  land 
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The  deed  in  1010  is  the  last  we  hear 
cords  but  we  hear  of  him  again  in  the  Mass 
the  case  of  Rising  vs  Stannard  reported  in  Vol*  IS  cf  the 
202 *  This  is  a  leading  case  on  the  matter  of  oral  leases* 
question  was  owned  by  Thomas  Hanchet  and  about  the  year  lb'll  ne  ta  w. 
a  parole  license  to  one  Joel  Clark  to  place  a  small  house  upon  part  of 
the  land,  that  Clark  two  years  afterwards  sold  his  right  in  the  house 
to  the  defendant  who  continued  there  until  June  1019*  The  plaintiff 
read  a  deed  from  Ebenezer  Hanchet,  one  of  the  heirs  at  lav/  of  Thomas 
Hanchet,  dated  June  30,  101?  conveying  to  the  plaintiffs  one  undivided 
fourth  part  of  the  farm  cf  which  Thomas  Hanchet  died  seized  which  in¬ 
cludes  the  locus  in  Quom  quo*  Also  a  deed  from  Gidecn  and  Shut ell 
Stiles  and  Henry  Hanchet-  releasing  to  the  plaintiffs  a  certain  portion 
of  the  farm  aforesaid  including  also  the  locus  in  quom  quo*  The  last- 
mentioned  deed  was  executed  agreeably  to  a  partition  which  was  agreed 
upon  about  the  last  of  IIcv*  but  not  completed  by  execution  of  deeds 
until  the  10th  of  Dec*  The  plaintiffs  proved  that  on  July  1st,  Ebsr.ezer 
Hanchet,  being  then  a  tenant  in  common  but  with  Gideon  Stiles  and  Henry 
Hanchet,  entered  upon  the  land  and  the  locus  in  quom  quo  and  delivered 
formal  seizin  to  the  plaintiffs  as  tenants  in  common  but  did  not  oust 
the  defendant*  Nor  did  it  appear  that  the  defendant  had  notice  of  such 


delivery*  The  plaintiffs  in  Nov*  gave  notice  to  the  defendant  to 
The  defendant  then  offered  to  prove  by  said  Gidecn  that  in  April  1010 


quit « 

1  Cj-  -* 


he  believing  himself  sole  owner  of  the  whole  estate  made  a  parole  lease 
to  the  defendant  of  the  land  in  his  occupancy  for  one  year  and  that  the 
defendant  soon  after  paid  one  year’s  rent  agreed*  It-  was  decided  that 
there  had  been  notresspass. 


We  learn  by  the  above  that  Ebenezer  who  was  the  brother  of  the 
Thomas  mentioned  was  an  heir  and  that  he  had  an  undivided  fourth 
interest*  As  Thomas  had  five  brothers,  this  appearance  of  a  fourth 
instead  of  a  fifth  interest  is  indication  that  one  had  died  meanwhile. 
This  is  quite -in  accordance  with  our  opinion  previously  expressed  that 
Salem  Hanchet  died  in  his  minority*  We  find  the  deeds  referring  to  in 
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the  case  and  note  that  the  interest  released  to  Rising  by  Henry  Han- 
chet  and  the  two  Stiles  was  only  a  fourth  interest  which  shows  that 
after  he  received  his  share  he  must  have  sold  undivided  interests  to 
them,,  The  estate  seems  to  have  been  quite  valuable  as  a  fourth  part 
sold  for  $700  in  each  of  two  cases <,  How  the  other  shares  passed  does 
not  appear  from  the  deeds . 

The  evidence  contained  in  the  deeds  does  not  give  us  any  very 
exact  idea  of  the  year  in  which  Thomas  (82)  died  but  it  might  have 
been  anywhere  between  1811  and  1818. 

Heman  (83)  (Thomas^Thomas^Thomas^Thomas^Thomas^ ) 

Heman  Hanehet  (83)  was  the  second  son  of  Thomas  and  Susannah  ( _ ) 

Hanchet  and  is  so  called  by  the  former  in  his  will.  We  know  very  little 
of  him  or  whether  he  married  and  left  issue.  In  1S06  he  was  placed 
under  the  guardianship  of  Timothy  Noble  as  was  also  Henry  the  third  son,! 
these  two  being  over  14  years  of  age.  This  was  Feb.  4th  of  that  year 
and  Henry  must  have  been  accordingly  born  before  1792  and  Heman  before 
1790o  We  shall  see,  however,  that  Henry  got  married  in  the  latter  part 
of  1806  and  although  he  was  of  course,  very  young  he  must  have  been 
considerably  over  14  in  the  early  part  of  the  year.  It  is  probable  that 
Heman  was  20  years  old  and  born  in  1785  or  there  abouts  which  is  still 
consistant  with  our  supposition  as  to  the  age  of  the  eldest  son  Thomas. 

After  the  guardianship  notice  we  do  not  get  mention  of  Heman  again 
until  1817  where  he  appears  as  Hogreeve  for  the  town.  The  records  of 
SouthwTick  up  to  1800  were  destroyed  by  fire  and  the  records  thereafter 
are  meagre  for  50  years  and  after  that  are  complete  again.  This  was  the 
only  notice  I  found  of  the  Hanchetts  on  the  records  of  the  town.  Neither 
are  there  any  Hanchett  graves  in  the  cemetery. 

From  this  it  appears  that  Heman  was  living  in  Southwick  until  he 
was  over  thirty  years  of  age  and  if  he  married  he  probably  did  sc  before 
this.  Yet  we  have  never  found  any  traces  of  possible  descendants  of  his. 
There  are  no  Hanchetts  in  Southwick  today,  (19C9K 

There  are  two  deeds  of  Heman  Hanchett  on  the  records  at  Spring- 
field,  both  in  the  early  part  of  1817  as  follows t 

Heman  Hanchet  (83)  of  Southwick  for  $500  paid  by  Gideon  Stiles 
of  Southwick,  yeoman,  land  in  Southwick  viz  it  being  the  whole  of  the 
real  estate  whereof  my  brother  Thomas  died  seized  in  the  town  of  South¬ 
wick  aforesaid.  Quitclaim  Dated  April  13 ,  1817,  in  the  presence  of 
Roland  Burbank  and  Arthur  Burbank.  Ack.  the  same  day  and  recorded 
April  20,  1817.  It  was  this  deed  which  evidently  mislead  Gideon  Stiles 
into  making  the  parole  lease  which  brought  about  the  misunderstanding 
in  the  Supreme  Court  case  referred  to  under  Thomas.  Gideon  Stiles  is 
there  stated  as  making  the  lease  believing  himself  to  be  full  owner 
whereas  only  a  fourth  part  had  been  conveyed  in  the  deed  by  Heman. 

In  the  next  month  Heman  sold  to  his  brother  Henry  Hanchett  of 
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Southwick  two  lots  of  land  in  Southwick  for  the  sum  of  $1400 .  One 
parcel  containing  16.5  acres  and  buildings  and  the  other  44  acres. 

This  deed  is  dated  June  20,  1817.,  and  is  signed  in  the  presence  of 
Roland  and  Henrietta  Burbank.  Ack  same  day  recorded  Aug  21,  1817. 

This  is  the  last  we  hear  of  Heman  and  it  seems  probable  that 
having  turned  his  holdings  into  cash  he  left  for  a  new  settlement 
especially  as  we  get  no  other  indication  that  he  left  descendants  in 
these  parts. 

Heman  Hanchett  should  be  born  in  mind  in  trying  to  place  broken 
lines  of  ancestry. 

Henry  (84)  (Thomas"*"  Thomas^  Thomas-'1  Thomas^  Thomas-^) 

Henry  Hanchett,  son  of  Thomas  (44)  and  Susannah  (  )  Hanchett 

was  born  we  suppose  about  1787.  According  to  his  father’s  will  he 
was  the  third  son,  there  being  no  daughters  (at  least  none  surviving 
the  father).  Early  in  1806  he  chose  Timothy  Noble  a  close  friend  and 
neighbor  of  his  fat her *s  to  be  his  guardian  he  being  then  a  minor  over: 
fourteen  years  of  age.  Mr.  Noble  was  also  at  this  time  made  guardian 
of  the  older  brother  Heman  also  a  minor,  and  the  younger  brothers  Eben- 
ezer  and  Amos.  This  bond  was  give  for  guardianship  Feb.  4S  1806. 

Later  in  the  same  year  Henry  married  Eunice  Hubbard,  they  being 
then  both  of  West  Springfield,  Dec.  5.  1806  (W.  Springfield  Rec.). 

The  writer  was  long  in  doubt  as  to  whether  the  Henry  mentioned  in  this 
record  was  the  son  of  Thomas  on  account  of  the  known  minority  of  that 
Henry,  We  have  no  record  of  Henry ■ s  birth  but  know  that  the  next  son 
Ebenezer  was  born  May  6,  1794.  As  it  would  be  natural  to  place  the 
birth  of  Henry  about  two  years  earlier  or  1792  it  made  the  marriage  in 
1806  look  decidedly  improbable.  A  careful  study  of  the  various  facts 
at  hand  removes  these  difficulties  and  caused  us  to  set  the  birth  of 
Henry  back  to  about  1787  which  would  make  his  marriage  at  a jouthful 
age  but  not  unprecedentedly  so. 

A  principal  reason  why  we  are  so  sure  of  our  position  is  that 
the  only  other  Henry  Hanchett  living  at  that  time  was  Henry  son  of 
Samuel  (45)  whom  we  have  now  fully  traced.  That  Henry  was  born  in 
1797  and  could  not  possibly  figure  in  the  marriage  with  Eunice  Hubbard. 
Our  records  are  fortunately  so  complete  at  this  point  that  the  presence 
of  any  other  Henry  is  excluded. 

Considering  further  the  age  of  Henry  since  we  find  that  we 
cannot  reckon  his  birth  reliably  back  from  his  next  brother  Ebenezer 
we  may  reckon  it  forward  from  his  two  older  brothers  Heman  and  Thomas. 
Thomas,  the  eldest  was  a  minor  when  the  estate  was  offered  for  probate 
Oct.  2,  1804.  He  was  very  nearly  the  age,  however,  and  probably 
became  of  age  within/ the  year.  There  was  no  guardian  appointed  for 
him  in  Feb.  1806  with  the  others  which  makes  it  almost  certain  that 
he  was  then  of  age.  He  might  have  been  born  in  1783  or  1784.  Heman 
at  the  time  of  the  guardianship  was  undoubtedly  very  nearly  of  age 
and  was  perhaps  born  late  in  1787  in  which  case  he  would  be  overnLne- 
.teen  at  the  time  of  his  marriage  and  as  the  interest  of  probability 
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I  requires  us  to  make  him  as  old  as  possible,,  we  shall  adept  this  view, 
although  he  might  have  been  even  a  year  younger  without  trespassing 
on  the  impossible. 

We  have  also  to  help  us  in  our  conclusions  that  the  wife  Eunice 
Hubbard  was  also  very  young.  We  get  her  birth  from  the  record  of 
her  second  marriage  at  West  Springfield  which  reads  as  follows. 

Vol.  Ill  page  1$.  Registered  Jan  14.,  1853,  Jonathan  Morgan  aged  70, 
a  farmer  and  Eunice  Hanchett,  aged  61.  Second  marriage  of  each.  He 
was  born  at  Springfield,  son  of  Ebenezer  Morgan,  and  she  was  born  at 
Middle  Haddam,  Ct.,  daughter  of  Jesse  Hubbard.  They  were  both  of  Spring- 
field  and  were  married  by  Ephraim  Scott „  Methodist  Clergyman,  July  3 1  - 
1852. 

Reckoning  back  from  this  datum  we  see  that  Eunice  was  born  about 
1790  or  1791  and  was  therefore  but  sixteen  or  a  trifle  under  at  the 
time  of  her  first  marriage.  If  there  were  need  of  further  proof  than 
we  have  the  correct  Henry  this  would  be  enough  to  remove  it  for  it 
shows  that  both  were  very  immature  as  would  be  probable  in  a  case  of 
so  youthful  a  groom. 

The  above  record  also  shows  that  Henry  Hanchett  died  before  1852 
for  a  divorce  maybe  set  aside  as  improbable.  If  the  wife  lost  her 
husband  either  by  death  or  divorce  it  is  improbable  that  she  would 
wait  many  years  before  remarriage  if  she  was  to  remarry  at  all  and  I 
think  we  may  take  it  that  Henry  lived  up  to  very  nearly  this  time. 

We  do  not  know  what  issue  if  any  there  were  of  this  marriage. 

We  find  none  on  the  West  Springfield.  Springfield  or  Westfield  re¬ 
cords.  We  think  that  probably  Henry  did  not  remain  long  in  West  Spring- 
field  if  he  was  ever  really  resident  there.  His  eider  brother  Thomas 
died  probably  a  little  after  1811  but  perhaps  not  until  about  1816 
and  left  him  a  quarter  of  his  estate  by  descent  and  not  by  will. 

Henry  does  not  appear  on  the  records  of  deeds  until  l8l?  and  he  is  then 
described  as  of  Southwick  and  in  several  deeds  which  follow  in  the 
course  of  the  next  four  years  he  is  also  described  as  of  Southwick. 

This  seems  his  most  probable  residence  and  if  his  family  were  born  and 
brought  up  there  their  birth  records  would  be  lost  in  the  fire  which 
destroyed  the  public  records.  The  last  we  hear  of  him  is  in  a  deed 
of  1820  which  he  acknowledged  in  1823 «  He  may  have  removed  from  South¬ 
wick  after  that  but  the  presence  of  the  widow  at  West  Springfield  in 
1852  is  some  argument  that  he  did  not  go  far  away  from  his  birthplace 
and  probably  not  at  all.  If  his  death  was  before  1852  as  it  seems 
it  must  have  been  we  would  hardly  expect  to  find  it  on  the  few  records 
of  that  time  that  have  been  saved.  There  is  no  grave  of  him  or  of 
any  other  Hanchett  at  Southwick.  The  probate  record  would  be  at 
Springfield  and  the  writer  thinks  that  his  examination  of  the  Indexes 
there  covered  those  years  but  is  in  some  doubt.  He  found  no  record 
but  there  may  have  been  no  occasion  for  a  probate.  (Records  were  ex¬ 
amined  1812  to  1867  and  no  Hanchett s  whatever  found. ) 

The  records  of  deeds  of  the  later  Hanchetts  in  the  towns  about 
Springfield  are  numerous  and  in  every  case  the  individuals  named  are 
accounted  for  on  other  lines  of  Hanchetts.  There  seems  to  be  no  surviv¬ 
ing  descendants  of  any  of  the  children  of  Thomas  (44)  except  the 
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prolific  line  of  Ebenezer  of  Draeut,  and  unless  there  arises  unexplain¬ 
ed  lines  of  Hanchett s,  we  think  it  best  to  assume  that  tnese  children 
of  Thomas  (44)  Heman,  Henry  and  Amos  (also  certainly  Thomas  and  Salem) 
left  no  issue  or  left  issue  which  did  not  survive,  It  would  certainly 
be  very  desirable  co  know  more  about  these  Kanchetts. 

Upon  the  Soldier* s  Civil  War  Monument  at  Westfield  there  is 
given  the  roll  of  the  Westfield  men  who  died  in  the  cause.  Among 
these  are  Lester  D0  Hanchett  and  one  Henry  Hanchett,  Lester  D®  was  a 
son  of  Moses °  and  was  born  in  1843  °  We  connot  say  v/ho  the  Henry  was 
but  think  that  he  was  a  brother  of  Lester,  At  any  rate  we  ao  net  feel 
inclined  to  attribute  him  the  Henry  (84),  first  because  Henry  was  not 
a  Westfield  man  to  our  knowledge ,  second  because  there  are  several 
Westfield  Hanchetts  of  this  time  in  whose  lines  this  Henry  eou^d  appear 
and  lastly  because  if  it  were  Henry  J84)  !s  son  he  would  probably  be 
over  forty  years  old  and  less  likely  to  be  enlisted  than  the  younger 
set  of  men  to  which  Lester  D,  belonged.  Still  this  is  a  possioliity  to 
be  remembered. 

There  remain  now  only  the  records  of  Deeds,  He  appears  first  as 
grantee  in  1317  from  his  brother  Heman,  They  are  both  dl scribed  as 
yeomen  of  Southwick,  the  consideration  of  $1400,  There  were  tw .  tar  cels 
sold,  both  in  Southwick®  The  first  was  16, 5  acres  and  contained  build¬ 
ings,  the  second  tract  was  44  acres  without  buildings  mentioned,  ‘fms 
deed  is  dated  June  20,  1817,  was  ack,  the  same  day  and  rev,  Aug,  21, 
1817 o  Just  one  month  before  this  Heman  had  sold  the  whole  of  the  inter¬ 
est  which  he  had  inherited  from  his  brother  Thomas  to  Gideon  Stiles  of 
that  town  for  $500  and  this  sale  to  Henry  must  have  beer:  of  other  land. 
The  next  deed  is  a  deed  from  Henry  of  Southwick  to  Julius  Rising  of 
Southwick  for  some  of  this  very  land,  the  deed  being  dated  Aug,  21,  181 
the  date  of  record  of  the  first  deed  and  evidently  also  to  -,  date  upon 
which  the  transaction  was  finally  consummated  for  the  deed  of  Henry 
referring  to  the  grant  says  it  was  this  day  deeded  to  me.  This  was  only 
of  five  acres  18  rods.  Immediately  following  this  and  with  the  same 
dates  is  a  deed  of  Henry  to  Horace  Noble  of  Southwick  of  land  there  for 
a  consideration  of  $104 ,  So  that  all  these  deeds  comprise  one  trans¬ 
action  of  Henry’s, 

In  his  next  deed  Henry  appears  as  co-grantor  v/ith  Shubael  and 
Gideon  Stiles,  all  being  of  Southwick.  The  consideration  was  -i?700  tne 
grantees  were  James  Rising  and  Alfred  Rising  of  Suffieid,  Tne  land 
sold  is  part  of  the  land  of  Thomas  Hanchett,  deceased,  and  is  in  South- 
wick®  Several  other  parcels  were  also  sold,  one  being  a  fourth  part 
of  the  house  and  barn  lately  the  property  of  Thomas  Hanchett,  deceased, 
with  the  privilege  to  occupy  the  same.  The  deed  is  dated  Dec,  18,  1818, 
Ack®  same  day  and  rec.  Mar,  5S  1819, 

The  above  deed  of  the  land  of  Thomas  figured  in  the  case  of 
Rising  vs  Stannard  which  got  into  the  Massachusetts  Supreme  Court, 

Some  months  earlier  in  the  year  the  same  two  Rising  grantees  had  pur¬ 
chased  from  Ebenezer  Hanchett  his  one  fourth  part  of  the  estate  of  his 
brother  Thomas  and  for  the  same  consideration,  Heman'j’s  interest  nad 
already  gone  to  Stiles  by  an  earlier  deed.  Doubtless  the  Risings  in 
some  way  got  Amos*  interest,  he  being  the  fourth  brother  but  just  hew, 
does  not  appear. 
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X. 


The  last  deed  of  Henry  was  dated  in  June  20,  1320  and  still 
describes  him  as  of  Southwick,  the  grantees  are  Shubael  and  Gideon 
Stiles  and  the  consideration  is  again  $700.  The  land  comprised  two 
parcels  in  Southwick,  This  deed  was  not  acknowledged  until  April 
14,  1323,  and  recorded  Aug,  26,  1323 ° 

The  date  of  his  acknowledging  this  land  in  1323  is  the  last 
we  hear  of  Henry  and  leaves  much  to  be  desired.  Fuller  information 
about  this  Henry  should  be  obtained  if  possible. 
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Ebenezer  ($5)  ( Thomas ^Thomas ^Thomas^Thomas^Thomas 5 ) 

Ebenezer  Hanchet,  of  Dracut,  Mass.  was  born  at  Southwick,  Mass. 
Southwick  is  a  sleepy  little  town  a  little  west  of  the  Connecticut, 

River  and  very  near  the  southern  boundary  line.  Look  for  the  interest¬ 
ing  little  jog  in  the  Massachusetts  Connecticut  line  and  Southwick  is 
at  the  mouth  of  the  indentation.  It  is  in  the  tobacco  country  as  is 
our  ancestral  town  of  Suffield,  Ct.,  which  teems  with  tobacco  farms. 

The  town  house  at  Southwick  burned  down  and  all  town  records  were  lest 
to  that  date.  It  was  around  l£00.  I  found  no  Hanchett  graves  in  the 
cemetery.  Ebenezer  Hanchet  was  born  at  Southwick  May  6,  1794*  The  item 
appears  in  his  own  handwriting  in  his  family  Bible  which  passed  no  me 
and  which  I  have  transmitted  to  my  neice,  Dorothy  Hanchett  Van  Deusen 
who  is  at  present  in  St.  Louis,  student  at  the  Logan  College  of  Basic 
Technic.  She  receives  her  degree  next  year  in  1945  and  her  address  can 
always  be  found  in  the  files  of  the  College.  Nov/  is  a  good  time  to  »  j 

mention  the  oil  portrait  of  Ebenezer,  which  my  mother  brought  to  Antrim  j 
when  she  came  to  live  with  me.  She  gave  the  portrait  to  my  cousin  Ella 
May  (Hanchett)  Church,  of  Lowell,  Mass.  She  is  the  granddaughter  of 
Ebenezer,  through  his  youngest  son,  Joshua.  The  Churches  are  a  wealthy 
branch  of  the  family  and  the  portrait  will  not  be  neglected.  An  her 
death  it  was  passed  to  her  son,  Fredrie  Cameron  Church,  who  moved  from 
Lowell  to  Boston.  He  has  several,  children  and  the  future  of  the  port¬ 
rait  seems  assured.  He  is  a  high-up  insurance  executive  as  was  his 
father  and  grandfather  before  him.  The  portrait  is  rather  better  than 
the  daubs  so  common  of  itinerant  artists  and  shows  Ebenezer  in  rue 
pompous  stock  and  dickie  of  the  day.  A  man  of  good  presence  with  high 
wavy  hair.  He  must  have  sat  for  it  in  the  days  cf  his  prosperity  as 
the  owner  of  the  best  house  in  Dr a cut ,  Hanchett  Hall.  I  have  a  picture 
of  that  house.  The  Hanchett s  were  builders  of  fine  houses  and  my  grand¬ 
father  built  several,  one  of  which  my  father  called  the  Fay  House,  was 
the  finest  house  in  Natick,  Mass,  in  its  day  and  boasted  the  only  bath- 
tub  in  the  town.  Bathtubs  were  insignia  of  prosperity  in  the  iSpO-'s.  It 
was  a  slate  tub  and  my  father  as  a  child  get  into  mischief  by  chipping 
nicks  along  the  edge  with  a  hammer.  He  was  notably  a  "good  boy"  out  ***.  j 

Ebenezer  and  his  five  brothers  were  brought,  up  on  their  father’s 
farm  in  Southwick.  This  Thomas  Hanchett  seems  to  have  beeb  a  fairly 
successful  farmer,  judging  by  the  estate  he  left.  The  father  diedin 
1$04  at  the  age  of  46;  his  father  before  him  at  the  age  of  51  and  his 
grandfather  at  the  age  of  56.  A  similar  mortality  afflicted  his  child¬ 
ren.  His  son  Thomas  died  in  his  twenties.  Salem  and  probably  Ames  died 
in  their  minorities.  Henry  and  Heman  grew  up  but  soon  vanished.  Perhaps 
they  too  died  rather  young.  Ebenezer  himself  died  at  44. 

On  the  death  of  his  father  Ebenezer  was  placed  under  the  guardian¬ 
ship  of  Timothy  Noble,  apparently  a  close  friend  of  his  father.  Ebenezer7 s 
brothers  Henry,  Heman  and  Amos  were  under  the  same  guardianship.  Salem 
was  not  and  the  inference  is  that  he  was  dead.  Thomas  was  not  because 
he  was  so  nearly  cf  age.  They  were  of  course  under  the  care  of  their 
mother  Susannah  who  remarried  very  soon  after  Ebenezer7 s  death  and  all 
lived  at  home.  That  arrangement  did  not  last  long.  Probably  there  was 
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friction,  and  young  Thomas  who  inherited  the  farm  subject  to  his  mother ? 
dower  bought  his  mother  out  in  1306.  Young  Thomas  die  d  in  19 U ,  in¬ 
testate,  and  his  four  surviving  brothers  inherited  his  estate. 


For  the  death  of  Thomas  we  are  chiefly  indebted  to  Vol,  17  Page 
282  of  the  Supreme  Court  Reports  of  Massachusetts',  Rising  vs  Stannard, 
a  leading  cnse  on  parole  leases.  It  was  cited  to  me  when  I  was  a  stu¬ 
dent  at  Boston  University  Lav;  School  where  I  took  my  LL.  B  in  l£'92.  The 
case  concerned  the  estate  of  Thomas  Hanchett  and  states  he  made  a  parole 
lease  of  his  land  to  Joel  Clark  in  1311  and  that  in  ISIS,  June  30, 

Eb  enezer  Hanchett  one  of  the  heirs  at  lav;  of  Thomas  an  undivided 
fourth  part  of  the  land  of  which  Thomas  died  seized,  he  being  an 
heir  at  law.  Ebenezer  deeded  his  fourth  to  the  plaintiff  Rising,  for 
$700,  as  did  also  his  brother  Henry  for  the  same  amount.  Henan  sold 
to  Henry  for  $1400  which  would  indicate  a  half  interest.  Perhaps 
Heman  was  besides  his  own  one-fourth  the  fourth  of  his  younger  brother 
Amos,  who  receives  no  mention  at  all. 

It  was  stumbling  on  this  lav;  case  that  started  me  on  my  ancestral 
hunt  as  I  guessed  that  that  Ebenezer  was  my  greatgrandfather  whose 
ancestry  had  been  unknown  to  any  of  us  at  that  time. 

Ebenezer  Hanchett  had  removed  to  Dracut,  Mass,  before  these 
deeds  for  his  marriage  intention  was  filed  with  the  town  clerk  there, 
July  12,  1S17.  How  long  he  had  been  there  I  could  not  learn.  He  is 
described  as  MMr.  Ebenezer  Hanchett,  formerly  of  Suf field,  now  resi¬ 
dent  of  Dracut"  He  was  then  just  turned  23.  That  description  "for¬ 
merly  of  Suffield"  misled  me,  plausibly  enough,  into  thinking  he  was 
of  the  Suffield  branch  of  the  family.  It  was  only  when  I  consulted  the 
wills  at  Northampton  that  I  found  the  truth,  and  that  there  was  a 
line  of  five  Thomas  Hanchetts  whose  estates  were  recorded  there,  the 
first  being  Deacon  Thomas. 


My  father,  George  William  Hanchett,  (445)  on  June  17,  1904,  and 
my  mother  made  a  trip  on  my  behalf  to  learn  what  they  could  learn.  They 
found  the  Hanchett  mansion  on  Pleasant  Street  and  photographed  it. 

They  found  living  nearby  an  old  gentleman,  of  94 ,  named  Hovey,  a  native 
sone  of  Dracut  as  were  his  father  and  grandfather.  His  memory  was  good 
and  he  was  kind.  He  remembered  Ebenezer  well  and  that  he  came  to  Dra¬ 
cut  as  an  itinerant  peddler.  Peddlers  in  those  days  were  native  stock 
and  akin  to  village  store  keepers.  Ebenezer  liked  Dracut  and  settled 
there,  married  one  of  the  Kalley  girls  and  started  a  store.  Perhaps 
he  used  the  money  he  got  soon  after  from  the  sale  of  his  share  of  the 
old  farm.  He  carried  a  general  stock  and  Mir.  Hovey  remembered  that  he 
sold  rum  and  molasses  from  Jinaica,  it  being  as  staple  among  the  farmers 
as  the  necessities  of  life. 

In  land  transfers  in  which  he  took  part,  Ebenezer  first  styled 
himself  "yeoman"  but  after  a  while  "gentleman".  He  had  prospered  and 
at  times  wrote  himself  as  "trader".  His  first  home  was  of  the  humblest 
and  there  he  and  Lavina  reared  their  children.  Mr.  Hovey  remembers 
Ebenezer  as  a  man  of  great  ability,  ability  which  all  his  children  in¬ 
herited.  Lavina fs  four  sons  went  to  Natick  and  became  shoe  manufacturer 
All  were  successful  but  not  all  were  able  to  keep  their  money.  The  half 
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brother,  Joshua,  remained  at  Dracut  and  Lowell,  Dracut  being  a  suburb 
of  the  great  manufacturing  town. 

Hanchett  Halle 

Ebenezer  bought  great  Hildreth  house  and  estate  in  several  deeds 
from  the  heirs  of  Gen.  William  Hildreth,  who  built  the  place  in  1300. 

He  paid  $12,000  for  most  of  this  estate  in  1931  of  Obadiah  and  Kerri 
Richardson.  At  the  same  time  he  bought  an  undivided  tenth  part  from 
Israel  Hildreth  of  the  same  land,  for  ^5000.  Next  year  he  bought  a 
fourth  part  of  some  land  of  Dexter  Hildreth  for  $657 ->63.  He  was  ac¬ 
quiring  a  valuable  property,  as  this  estate  seems  to  have  been  the  finest 
in  Dracut.  Eighty  five  acres  of  land  went  with  the  place  and  Ebenezer 
bought  other  land.  The  value  of  the  place  we  have  in  dollars  of  that 
day.  Dollars  bought  more  in  those  days,  much  more.  The  house  was 
square  in  its  main  part  and  was  a  frame  house,  built  with  massive  tim¬ 
bers,  held  together  with  wooden  pins  as  thick  as  a  man’s  ivrist.  It 
was  high  posted  and  two  stories  high  with  low  pitched  roof  above  which  •: 

showed  two  huge  chimneys,  the  kind  that  betoken  old  fashioned  fire¬ 
places.  The  rooms  were  large  and  the  walls  expensively  wains  cert ed 
and  set  with  a  fine  sideboard  and  other  decorative  woodwork.  The  build} 
ind  fronted  on  a  public  green,  a  gift  of  the  Hildreth  family  of  earlier' 
generations.  At  the  time  of  this  visit  it  was  kept  up  in  the  best 
modern  style,  a  stately  white  manor  house. 

The  wife,  Lavina,  died  in  1325  and  sc  of  course  never  lived  in 
the  great  house.  She  left  Ebenezer  with  four  children,  the  eldest  age 
7  and  the  youngest  a  seven  months  old  baby.  I  do  not  know  how  he  managed 
but  of  course  must  have  had  a  housekeeper.  He  did  not  marry  again  un¬ 
til  1335 .  It  seems  strange  that  he  should  have  bought  the  Hildreth 
mansion  as  a  seemingly  confirmed  widower.  He  did  not  marry  the  widow 
Abigail  Howe  until  he  had  been  in  the  new  house  for  four  years..  Chances  ; 
are  that  she  kept  the  house  for  him  and  reared  his  children. 

The  upper  floor  of  the  great  house  was  used  as  a  public  hall,  and 
was  rented  for  dances  and  other  meetings.  The  year  1333  was  the  year 
that  so  many  meeting  houses  passed  into  the  hands  of  Unitarians,  who 
were  in  the  majority  in  many  parishes  and  so  took  over  when  the  parish 
system  gave  place  to  congregational  ownership.  So  it  was  in  Dr a cue 
and  the  First  Congregational  Society,  being  dispossessed  under  the  new 
rule,  met  for  a  season  at  Hanchett  Hall  during  Ebenezer’ s  ownership. 

Thus  it  is  an  historic  building.  It  is  no  longer  a  hall  but  divided 
into  rooms. 

Ebenezer ’s  first  wife,  Lavina  Kalley.  The  marriage  was  at  Dracut 
Sept.  11,  I3l7»  She  was  born  at  Dracut,  April  12,  1796  and  died  there 
October  11,  1325 »  She  was  the  daughter  of  George  Kalley,  son  of  George 
Kalley,  both  of  Dracut  and  he  was  the  son  of  Hugh  Kalley,  of  Danvers. 

Mass.  The  Kalleys  were  coopers.  Lavina ’ s  mother  was  Polly  Malone. 

Thus  an  Irish  strain  is  indicated  but  the  Kalleys  were  not  Roman  Cathe- 
lies,  nor  were  the  Malones.  Geo.  Kalley  had  his  large  family  baptized 
in  the  Puritan  Church  at  Danvers.  He  came  before  the  great  Irish  mi¬ 
gration  to  America  and  the  religion  clearly  indicates  he  was  from  the 
northern  part  of  Ireland,  Ulster,  which  has  never  forgotten  that  it 
was  settled  by  the  English  and  was  loyal  to  William  of  Orange.  Grange 
men  they  called  themselves  and  Ulster  still  leans  to  England  and  English 
political  systems,  much  to  the  annoyance  of  their  jealous  southern  kins¬ 
men,  who  are  unable  to  keep  up  with  the  more  enterprising  Ulster  men. 
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SEVENTH  GENERATION 


Children  of  Ebenezer  and  Lavina  (Kailey)  Hanchett 
all  born  in  Dracut,  Mass* 

186.  Ebenezer,  Jr.,  born  Sept.  10,  1313.  See  his  line  further. 

137.  William  Thomas ,  born  Jan.  4,  1320.  See  his  line  further. 
l33.  Franklin,  born  June  22 5  1821.  See  his  line  further. 

139.  Justin,  born  Nov.  13,  1823$,  and  died  in  infancy  Ncv.  8:  1325  soon 

after  his  mother -'s  death.  I  believe  both  died  of  sported 
fever. 

190 o  Peter  Shepherd,  born  Mar.  9,  1325.  See  his  line  further. 

These  four  surviving  children  went  to  Natick,  Mass,  and  engaged 
in  the  business  of  making  shoes,  whi_ch  were  sold  down  south.  All  four 
made  moderate  fortunes.  The  Civil  War  ruined  the  shoe  business  for 
them  and  they  never  did  so  well  again.  Each  had  his  own  shoe  factory. 

Middlesex  Probate  Records  at  East  Cambridge,  Mass ,  1838.  Petition  j 
June  5j  I838  (with  will  annexed)  by  Nathaniel  Wright  of  Lowell.  Allowed 
June  5,  1838.  Date  of  death  not  given.  Deceased  is  described  as  !,late 
of  Dracut,  yoeman.”  (Death  April  18,  1838  -  Family  Bible) 

WILL 

Dated  Dec.  16,  1835.  Ebenezer  Hanchett,  of  Dracut,  yeoman.  Be¬ 
queaths  to  wife  Abigail  nothing  but  love  and  goodwill  having  made  pre¬ 
vision  for  her  by  contract  previous  to  our  marriage.  I  give  and  be¬ 
queath  to  my  infant  son,  Joshua  $200  to  be  paid  for  him  to  some  person 
duly  authorized  to  receive  it  when  he  the  said  Joshua  shall  be  five 
years  of  age,  if  he  shall  live  so  long,  and  $200  more  when  he  shall  be 
twenty-one  years  of  age  if  he  live  to  that  time,  which  sums  shall  be 
his  part  and  portion  of  my  estate.  Lastly  I  give  and  bequeath  to  my 
four  sons,  Ebenezer  Hanchett,  William  Thomas  Hanchett,  Franklin  Hanchett 
and  Peter  Shepherd  Hanchett,  all  the  rest,  residue  and  remainder  of  my 
estate  both  real  and  personal  of  every  description  which  I  now  possess 
or  of  which  I  may  die  seized  to  be  equally  divided  among  them  and  zo  go 
to  their  heirs  and  assigns  forever.  Nathaniel  Wright  appointed  executor. 

Order  of  notice  issued  May  1,  I838.  Bond  $20,000. 

Real  estate  in  itemized  inventory  totals  $11,565.00  in  12  items, 
the  largest  being  $4250  of  land  and  buildings  in  Lowell.  Certainly  none 
of  the  other  items  can  include  the  Hanchett  Hall.  Personal  estate  is 
minutely  scheduled  to  amount  of  $1792.66  which  includes  horse,  three 
cows,  farming  utensils  and  household  furniture. 

Petition  to  sell  real  estate  to  pay  debts  and  legacies  amounting 
to  $6029o92  of  which  $1000  went  to  Abigail  widow  and  $400  to  son  Joshua. 
Personal  estate  by  law  must  be  sold  first  and  we  note  that  the  sale  was 
to  be  for  $4237,  evidently  balance  after  sale  of  personal  estate.  Sale 
allowed  Mar.  13,  1839.  First  account  allowed  June  1,  1841.  Assented  to 
by  Eben  Hanchett  and  William  Thomas  Hanchett  and  Joseph  B.  Varnum, 
guardian  of  Peter  S.  and  Joshua  Hanchett.  Petition  for  further  sale  of 
real  estate  June  29,  1341.  Final  account  was  assented  to  Nov.  13,  184b 
by  Ebenezer,  William  T.,  Franklin  and  Peter  Shepherd  Hanchett. 
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Guardianship  c-f  Joseph  B»  Varnum  ever  Ebenezer,  William  T0  and 
Franklin,  over  14  years  of  age,  and  of  Peter  S,  Hanchett  and  Joshua 
Hanchett  under  14®  Decrees  Dec®  4,  1S3S.  Bond  $10,000®  Pettit. ion  tc 
sell  real  estate  of  Peter  Shepherd  Dec®  6,  IS42® 

The  marriage  settlement  referred  to,  I  found  in  Middlesex  Deeds 
at  East  Cambridge,  Mass.  I  find  no  copy  among  my  notes®  Date  was  Id35® 

I  have  already  spoken  of  the  oil  portrait  of  Ebenezer,  now  owned 
by  Fredric  Cameron  Church,  grandson  of  Joshua. 

Fredric-s  mother  Ella  May  (Hanchett)  Church  was  deeply  interested 
in  the  Hanchett  genealogy  and  gave  me  much  assistance® 

She  interviewed  two  old  ladies^  whose  fathers  knew  Ebenezer  we 11 
but  not  one  of  them  seemed  to  know  anything  about  his  mother®  One  said 
he  had  a  brother  but  knew  absolutely  no  more®  Of  Ebenezer  they  said® 

He  was  not  very  tall  but  broad  and  muscular,  very  active  and  on  the 
alert ,  an  excellent  business  man®  Of  Ebenezer • s  four-  sons  who  went  tc 
Natick,  they  said,  they  were  to  smart  to  stay  in  a  small  town  like 
Dracut  ® 


George  Hevey,  of  Dracut,  the  old  gentleman  who  told  my  father 
about  Ebenezer  from  personal  recollection,  died  about  1907® 


The  Hanchett  sons  were  like  their  father  in  bring  not  ver 
but  broad  and  muscular®  I  remember  my  grandfather  was  like  that 
did  not  see  the  others® 


,a_LL 


and 


ABOUT  LEVINA 


I  found  no  one  who  could  tell  of  her  appearance  etc.  But 
a  conjecture®  My  mother  suggested  that  she  might  have  been  like  nr, 
father’s  sister  Edith,  who  was  unlike  any  of  the  other  nine  chilli 
She  was  a  blonde  with  straight  light,  yellow  hair,  and  was  shorter 
her  sisters  though  not  at  a3.i  dwarfed.  There  is  no  accounting 
complexion  among  her  mother’s  kin  and  we  know  from  his  portrait 
Ebenezer  was  rather  dark  than  light  and  had  curly  hair®  Aunt 


ere  is 


ian 


for  her 
that 
Edit  h  v/as 


from 


the  others  as  well  as  looks®  They  were  a 


sters.  and  were  brought  up  by  a  saintly  mother  and 
ligicn®  Aunts  Louise  and  Edith  were  especially  relig 
not  far  behind.  A  handsome  lot  cf  air  Is  toe.  way 


handsome  lot  cf  girls  toe 
only  average®  She  was  the 


way 
least 


different  in  temerament 
fine  lot,  these  si; 
followed  her  in  relig 
ious  and  Aunt  Elia  not  far  behind 

above  the  average,  but  Aunt  Edith  was  only  average®  She  was  -  - 

animated  of  the  family,  was  frugal  in  the  old  New  England  was  as  her 
mother  had  been®  An  excellent  housewife,  and  with  little  to  do  with 
the  end  was  proudly  independent®  Round  of  face,  drawling  of  voice 
excitable,  a  single  track  mind®  She  loved  us  all  and  was  beloved 

Lavina  might  have  been  like  that®  I  think  my  mother’s  gues 
More  so  when  I  came  later  on  the  revolutionary  description  of  Levina’s 
father,  George  Kalley,  enlisted  at  sixteen,  and  described  as  five  feet 
six.  and  light  complexion. 

How  about  it?  It.  will  always  be  a  guess,  and  anyone  is  free  to 
guess  otherwise® 


at 
un- 
y  all 

o  o  d  o 


From  the  above  it  is  apparent  that  I  am  guessing  that  Ebenezer 
was  superior  to  Levina  in  intelligence  and  that  the  children  inherited 
their  exceptional  abilities  from  him.  Also  my  guess  is  that  they  were 
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a  united  couple  and  she  did  her  full  share  in  maintaining  the  heme.  It 
is  pleasant  to  note  that  Ebenezer  named  a  daughter  Levina  Mason  and 
Peter  Shepherd  named  a  daughter  Alice  Levina. 


Ebenezer  married  second  Abigail  (Fox)  He we  at  Dracut  1835 •  Sue 
was  then  the  widow  of  Alonzo  Howe,  who  had  with  her  a  son  Alonso  Howe, 
Jr.  Abigail  was  born  Sept.  13,  1805  and  was  the  daughter  of  Peter  Fox, 
of  Dracut  and  Abigail  Wilson  of  Pelham,  Mass.  After  Ebenezer ’s  death. 


Abigail  married  at  Dracut,  Nov.  13,  1644, 
and  Lowell  and  by  information  of  Sunapee, 
August  16,  1666. 

Child  of  Ebenezer  and  Abigail 

191«  Joshua,  born  at  Dracut  Oct.  26,  -1635. 

No  other  children  of  this  marriage. 


Willie 

N. 


n , 


.m  Hackett.  of  Tewksbury 
Abigail  died  at  Dracut 


on  the  day  before  their 
riage,  Nov 


13, 


_  _  _ .  Acknowledged 

_  _  and  recorded  Middlesex  deeds 
ition  of  which  I  have  not  the  date  but  which 
evidently  after  her  death  there  is  a  finding 
before  Abigail  and  that  she  left-  a  son  Joshu 


Abigail  made  a  will  Oct.  15,  1665  and  names  her  husband  William 
Hackett.  Gives  to  her  daughter  Abbie  Jane  Carlton  the  residue  of  her 
estate.  Abigail  and  William  Hackett  executed  an  ante-nuptial  agreement 

3 ""  - marriage.  Acknowledged  on  the  day  of  the  nar- 

lesex  deeds  Nov.  22,  1644.  On  s.  pef- 

and 
.sd 

_  le  left  a  son  Joshua  inot  Jonathan  as  had  teen 

stated)  who  died  before  her  and  left  children  Charles.  Frank  and  Elia 
M.  Hanchett  all  of  Lowell.  That  said  Abigail  married  William  Hackett 
and  had  one  child  Abigail  Carlton,  married  and  living  in  Lowell. 
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This  makes  it  clear  that  Abigail  and  William  Hackett  had  a  daugh¬ 
ter,  Abigail  Jane  who  married  one  Carlton. 


In  Middlesex  deeds  after  1600  and  to  1639  under  the  name  Hanchett 
only  the  names  of  Ebenezer  and  Levina  appear  and  they  appeal'  maty  times. 
They  might  yield  further  information  but  I  think  nothing  of,. great  import 
ance.  In  1834  he  sold  land  to  Dracut  for  a  schollhouse  for  $150  centitio 
ed  on  building  it  of  brick  or  stone  and  with  a  6.5  foot  fence  on  three 
sides  bounding  Ebenezer !s  other  land,  fence  to  be  of  boards. 


Mention  should  be  *nade  of  a  tombstone  at  Ebenezer?s  grave  in  the 
Cemetery  at  Lowell  erected  by  his  granddaughter  Ella  May  (Hanchett) 
Church.  Perhaps  the  old  tombstone  is  still  there.  The  purpose  was  to 
recite  the  descent  of  Ebenezer  from  Deacon  Thomas  through  the  line  of 
the  five  Thomas  Hanchetts.  This  connection  had  once  been  lost  and  this 
stone  insures  that  the  line  will  not  be  lost  again.  This  was  about  1930 
and  I  furnished  some  of  the  data. 


SEVENTH  GENERATION 

Children  of  Ebenezer  (65)  and  Levina  (Kalley)  Hanchett 

166.  Ebenezer,  Jr.  born  Sept.  10,  1618  at  Dracut.  Mass. 

187  •  William  Thomas,  born  January  4,  1620  at  Dracut,  Mass. 

18.6.  Franklin,  born  June  22,  1621  at  Dracut,  Mass. 

169.  Justin,  bc5rn  Nov.  13,  1623  and  died  in  infancy  Nov.  6,  1825. 
190.  Peter  Shepherd,  born  Mar.  9,  1825  at  Dracut,  Mass. 
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Chid  of  Ebenezer  (85)  and  Abigail  (Fox)  Howe  Hanchett 
191.  Joshua,  born  Oct.  26 ,  1$35  at  Dracut,  Mass. 

Justin  died  in  infancy,,  The  others  grew  up  and  married  and  left 
issue.  Ebenezer,  Jr. ;s  line  became  extinct.  Franklin • s  sons  died  in 
infancy  and  his  blood  is  carried  on  if  at  all  by  issue  of  his  daughter, 
Bertha  L.  who  married.  Peter  Shepherd  had  but  one  son.  Peter  Shepherd. 
Jr.  who  disappeared  at  the  age  of  25  and  has  never  been  heard  of  since. 
The  first  Peter  Shepherd  had  several  daughters,  one  of  whom  at  least 
has  living  issue. 

This  1  eaves  William  Thomas  and  Joshua  to  carry  on  the  name  of 
Hanchett  and  both  have  done  so.  William  Thomas  has  just  (1944)  had  a 
great-great  grandchild,  a  boy  born  to  the  name.  Joshua  has  two  great- 
grandsons  of  the  Hanchett  name.  The~name  of  Hanchett  is  assured  for 
many  years  to  come,  in  this,  the  Dracut  Branch.  The  daughters  of  Han¬ 
chett  have  done  even  better  and  Ebenezer1 s  issue  runs  into  large  fig¬ 
ures  „ 
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NAMES  OTHER  THAN  HANCHETT 


ADA MS 2  Gideon  married  Rhoda  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Ezra  (33) 
BURBANK ,  Timothy  married  Ester  Hanchet,  daughter  of  John  (1.5) 
CAMPBELL ?  Elencr  married  Thomas  Hanchet  ( 23 T 

CARTER,  ( _ )  married  Olive  Hanchet,  daughter  of  David  (55) 

COE j  Abigail  married  Ezra  Hanchet  (3 3) 

CURTICE,  Daniel  married  Abiel  Hanchet,  daughter*  of  Zacheus  (37) 
FAIRMAN,  Jared  married  Chloe  Hanchet 2  daughter  of  Zacheus  (63) 


(35) 


:f  Jon  (3  ) 


FOWLER,  Mary  married  Samuel  Hanchet  (12) 

FOX,  Abigail  (Fox)  Howe  married  Ebenezer  Hanchet 
FULLER,  Joseph  married  Bathsheba  Hanchet,  daughter  c: 

GILLET,  Rachel  married  Oliver  Hanchet  (54) 

GRAMMON ,  Demaris  married  Oliver  Hanchet  (81) 

GRANGER,  Abraham  married  Hannah  Hanchet,  daughter  of  John  (3) 
GRANGER,  Oliver  married  3ulah  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Zacheus  (37) 
(HANGER,  Samuel  married  Esther  Hanchet,  daughter  of  John  (3) 
HALE,  Asa  married  Anne  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Luke  (52) 


HANLEY 
HARMON . 


Hannah 
Alexande 
Elias 
Sarah 


carried  Amos  Hanchet  (59) 

married  Mary  Hanchet.  daughter  of  Luke  (52) 
married  Eunice  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Zacheus  (' 
married  Luke  Hanchet  (52) 


HARMON, 

HARMON , 

HAYWARD  5  Lydia  married  John  Hanchet  (15) 

HOLLEY,  Phoebe  married  Ebenezer  Hanchet  (63) 
HUBBARD,  Eunice  married  Henry  Hanchet  (34) 

HURLBURT.  (  )  married  Deborah  Hanchet.  daughter 


r>  / 


JAQUA,  Simeon  married  Ruth  Hanchet- 


Amos 


Da  via 
5° ) 

J  y  t 


(55) 


of  Thoms 


(7) 


(  C  ’ 

\  ‘-t 


daughter 

Eunice  married  Samuel  Hanchet  (12j 
JUDD,  Samuel  married  Mercy  Hanchet,  daughter 
KALLEY,  Lavina  married  Ebenezer  Hanchet  (35) 

KENT,  Benjah  married  Hannah  Hanchet,  daughter  of  David  (55) 
Moria  married  Ezra  Hanchet  (30) 

James  married  Hannah  (Hanchet)  Loomis,  daughter  of  Tho 
Leonard  Jr,  married  Betsey  Hanchet,  Daughter  of  David 
married  Sibble  Hanchet,,  daughter  of  Zacheus  ( 
bizz-ardus  married  Lydia  Hanchet-,  daughter  cf  Oliver 
John  married  Mary  Hanchet- ,  daughter  of  Zacheus  (37) 
Deliverance  married  Thomas  Hanchet  (1) 

Elizabeth  married  Thomas  Hanchet  (2) 

Lois  married  Moses  Hanchet-  (30) 

Samuel  married  Hannah  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Thomas  (1) 

_ _J  married  Mary  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Zacheus  (63) 

Amos  married  Abigail  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Ezra  (33) 
PHELPS,  Ezra  married  Phebe  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Luke  (52) 
PRITCHET,  Ester1  married  John  Hanchet  ( 3 T 
PURCHASE,  Chloe  married 
RAIMENT ON, 


JUDD , 


KENT , 

KING, 

KING, 

KING,  Theodore 
LACEY, 

LAND  ON, 

LANGTON . 

LOOMIS , 

LOOMIS , 

LOOMIS , 

MUCH, 


(55) 

*.  rj  . 

>  i  J 


(1) 


NOBLE. 


Zacheus  Hanchet  (63) 


Mary  married  Simeon  Hanchet  (65) 

REMINGTON,  Abijah  Jr»  married  Chloe  Hanchet,  daughter  of  David 
REMINGTON,  Isaac  married  Lydia  Hanchet,  daughter  of  John  (15) 
RISING,  Esther  married  Samuel  Hanchet  (45) 

ROE  (or  Rose),  Justin  married  Eunice  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Luke 


(55) 


SHELDON, 

SHELDON, 

SHELDON., 

SHELDON, 

SHELDON 


Deborah  married  David  Hanchet  (55) 

Ebenezer  married  Huldah  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Zacheus 
Elijah  Jr»  married  Rachel  Hanchet- ,  daughter  of  John 
Joel  married  Mary  Hanchet,  daughter  of  John  (33) 
Samuel  married  Mary  Hanchet.  daughter  of  David  (55) 


(52) 


(37) 

(13) 


SHELDON,  Mary  married  John  Hanchet  (33) 

SHELDON,  Seth  married  Hannah  Hanchet,  daughter  of  John  (33) 
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NAMES  OTHER  THAN  HANCHETT 


SIKES  3  Mary  married  Zacheus  Hanchet  (37) 

SIKES 5  Samuel  married  Mehitabel  Hanchet,  daughter  of  John  (3) 

SKINNER,  Mary  (Skinner)  Harmon  married  John  Hanchet  (3) 

SOUTHWELL,  Sarah  ( _ )  married  John  Hanchet  (3) 

SPRAGUE,  Mary  married  Joseph  Hanchet  (75) 

STANNARD,  John  married  Hannah  Hanchet,  daughter  of  John  (15) 

STILES,  Abigail  married  Thomas  Hanchet  (23) 

STODDARD,  Sara  married  Sylvanus  Hanchet  (71) 

STRONG,  Joel  married  Sarah  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Samuel  (12) 

TAYLOR,  Sarah  (  )  married  John  Hanchet  (3) 

THORNTON,  Sarah  (  )  married  Joseph  Hanchet  (39) 

TUPPER,  Samuel  (or  Ezra)  married  Sarah  Hanchet,  dau,  of  Ebenezer  (36) 
WALDO,  Daniel  married  Nancy  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Oliver  (54) 

WALKER,  Zebulon  married  Hannah  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Ebenezer  (36) 
WELLER,  Nathaniel  married  Deliverance  Hanchet,  daughter  of  Thomas  (1) 
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